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(The hearing starts in open session at 9.01 a.m.)10

THE COURT USHER:  [9:01:52] All rise.11

The International Criminal Court is now in session.12

Please be seated.13

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [9:02:15] Good morning.14

Before starting with the questioning by Maître Altit of the witness, I just want to say15

something on how we intend to proceed tomorrow and after tomorrow.  Mr von16

Bóné is not here tomorrow, so we will start tomorrow morning with 501.  Whatever17

today happens, if we finish, it's normal.  If we're not finished we, in any case, start18

tomorrow with 501, because we could not -- we cannot proceed with this witness in19

the absence of Mr von Bóné.  And in that case we start, as I said, with 501.  We go as20

far as we can with 501.  On Thursday we continue, if we're not finished today with21

this witness, and then when this witness is finished his questioning, we continue with22

501, and hopefully finishing by Friday, say, lunchtime if possible.  So just to have an23

overview, okay.  And this should be possible also because it is a 68(3), Rule 68(3)24

witness.25
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So, Mr Prosecutor.1

MR MACDONALD:  [9:03:46] Yes, very briefly.  Good morning, your Honours.2

Reading the filing, it's in relation to the request for in-court protective measures for3

501 -- sorry, 414, 414, yes.  We've noticed that we may have made a mistake, which4

was highlighted by my colleagues of the Blé Goudé Defence team.  So we will be5

looking into this this morning, and we may file a corrigendum or a clarification either6

orally or in writing today.  But now with the new schedule maybe --7

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [9:04:30] 414, in any case, will come after the8

week of, so on the 19th I think.  So we have some time.  Thank you very much.9

Now immediately I give the floor to Maître Altit for the questioning.10

MR ALTIT:  [9:04:51] (Interpretation)  Thank you, your Honour11

QUESTIONED BY MR ALTIT:12

MR ALTIT:  [9:05:30] (Interpretation)13

Q.   [9:05:31] Good morning, Witness.14

WITNESS:  CIV-OTP-P-0330 (On former oath)15

(The witness speaks French)16

THE WITNESS:  [9:05:35] (Interpretation)  Good morning, Counsel.17

Q.   [9:05:38] My name is Emmanuel Altit, and I am the lead counsel for Mr Gbagbo.18

How are you?19

A.   [9:05:51] Very well, Counsel.20

Q.   [9:05:53] I'm glad to hear that.  Now, it is now my turn to put a number of21

questions to you, and I would like to ask you to answer as specifically as possible so22

that we can make progress together and quickly so; is that all right?23

A.   [9:06:14] I understand, Counsel.24

Q.   [9:06:15] I shall now begin and I would like us to return for a few moments to25
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what you were telling us during your testimony regarding the west of the country.1

And you did mention your service in the west?2

A.   [9:06:44] Yes.3

Q.   [9:06:45] You said to us that you had only spent a few months in Danané4

because the war had begun almost immediately, and you specified that that was in5

2002.  Which war are you talking about?  Could you tell us quickly what this is all6

about?  Who were the protagonists?7

A.   [9:07:12] Thank you, Counsel.  The war that I was referring to in 2002 is the war8

that occurred with the coup d'état against President Gbagbo.9

Q.   [9:07:36] Very well.  And who was leading this coup d'état?10

A.   [9:07:47] It was led by soldiers who had defected.11

Q.   [9:07:56] Their names?12

A.   [9:08:02] I beg your pardon?13

Q.   [9:08:08] And what were their names?  Who were these soldiers?14

A.   [9:08:19] The names mentioned, well, I spoke of them, Chérif Ousmane, Zakaria,15

Wattao, Djah Gao.  I think that many of them have actually more nicknames than16

anything else.  They were warlords who were mentioned all the time.17

Q.   [9:08:57] I'm just waiting for a moment so that the interpreters can finish off18

their last sentence, Because we have to allow them a bit of time so that they can go19

from one language to another.20

And other names?  Any other names?21

A.   [9:09:21] Thank you, Counsel.  There were many names.  Many names were22

mentioned in the newspapers, many names were published later, I think.23

Q.   [9:09:37] So you say that many names had been published in the newspapers.24

So your knowledge is only based on what you read in the newspapers, what25

ICC-02/11-01/15-T-71-Red2-ENG CT WT 06-09-2016 3/109 MP T



Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-02/11-01/15
WITNESS:  CIV-OTP-P-0330

06.09.2016 Page 4

journalists wrote in the newspapers, or did you find yourself facing rebel groups led1

by a number of people, and you might be able to tell us the names of those people?2

A.   [9:10:05] Thank you, Counsel.  When the crisis began, I did not know any of3

those names.  It was through the news that I learned, that I learned which people4

were the protagonists.  In my own specific case, *when I was in Danané I was5

dealing with the Mpigo.  They were Liberians for the most part.  So none of those6

names were actually mentioned.7

Q.   [9:10:52] Tell us more about the Mpigos.  Was that a rebel group?8

A.   [9:11:05] Thank you, Counsel.  The Mpigo was indeed a rebel group.9

Q.   [9:11:14] Now, as a rebel group, were they coming under the orders of10

Guillaume Soro, who was the leader of the rebellion?11

A.   [9:11:27] Thank you, Counsel.  If you don't mind, I'd like to correct one point.12

I did not say that Mr Guillaume Soro was the leader of the rebellion.  That was the13

information that was out there.  I was not the one who said that. Thank you.14

Now, on this point the rebellion that we were dealing with in the west, the Mpigo15

group, they came from Liberia so I don't know whether they had any links with the16

primary rebellion that had started on 11 September or at -- no, at least 19 September.17

Q.   [9:12:42] The 19 September 2002, is that what we're talking about?18

A.   [9:12:46] Yes.19

Q.   [9:12:47] Very well.  Now, the commanders of the rebellion that you made20

reference to earlier, to your knowledge, why did they start the rebellion?  On behalf21

of whom?22

A.   [9:13:09] Thank you, Counsel.  When the rebellion broke out, it was a long time23

after that the name of Guillaume Soro was mentioned.  So I don't know whether it24

was on his behalf that the rebellion was begun.  Otherwise there was, there was no25
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one leader that the rebellion put forward, as such.  It was later that we saw who the1

spokesperson was for the rebel movement.2

Q.   [9:13:59] When you say "he" do you mean Guillaume Soro?3

A.   [9:14:05] Yes.4

Q.   [9:14:06] Very well.  You mentioned some fighting in Danané.  When you said5

that "we were not able to hold the town," is that the fighting that you were referring to?6

Do you remember saying that?7

A.   [9:14:22] That is correct, Counsel.  That was the fighting that I was referring to.8

Q.   [9:14:31] Why were you not able to hold the town?  Because you had fewer9

arms, fewer men?  Why couldn't you hold the town?10

A.   [9:14:44] Thank you, Counsel.  During that period we had specific intelligence.11

In that locality I was the second in command.  I was the deputy of the platoon12

commander, an isolated platoon with no more than 80 men, plus a brigade of13

gendarmes who were off to the side.  So the intelligence that we received was to the14

effect that regularly small groups of local people would go off for training, young15

people would go off to Liberia for training there.16

And my leader, the brigade commander, relayed that information up, up the chain of17

command to our leaders.  And several times our leaders told us that we were18

feverish.  And because of our position we were surrounded and it would not be19

possible if we were attacked by the rebellion, by the rebels.  Well, you see, the rebels20

hadn't finished attacking all the towns in the north, so they didn't understand that21

indeed it was actually another group that was preparing.  And what was to happen,22

well, what happened happened.23

And then, since the leaders had not understood the intelligence that we had provided24

to them, they would take troops from our group and send them to other places, to25
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such an extent that on the day of the attack, we were only 35 in number to hold an1

entire town. *So we were not able to withstand the attacks.2

Q.   [9:16:56] And the rebels, how many of them were there?  Could you give us an3

approximate number, some kind of idea of how many there were?4

A.   [9:17:05] Thank you, Counsel.5

Well, not only the rebels were quite numerous, more than 300.  What's more, they6

had accomplices in the town, young people from the location, local young people7

who had gone to Liberia for training, and they were guiding them in the town,8

showing them the way.  So these factors taken together meant that it was quite a9

challenge.10

Q.   [9:17:41] And were the rebels armed?11

A.   [9:17:47] Yes, Counsel.  Otherwise we would not have withdrawn.12

Q.   [9:17:54] Now, to your knowledge, who paid for the rebels' weapons?  What13

would have, what would have been the source of funding for those rebels?14

A.   [9:18:13] Thank you, Counsel.  I really couldn't tell you.  Just, well, we15

mentioned to our leaders in our reports, we mentioned the various movements of16

population in our various reports.17

Q.   [9:18:37] And who was the leader of the Mpigo?18

A.   [9:18:44] Thank you, Counsel.  The leader of the Mpigo, I say the declared19

leader because one leader can actually just conceal another one, it was Doh Félix.20

Q.   [9:19:05] And to your knowledge, was there another leader hiding behind this21

leader, this figurehead?  If so, who was that person?22

A.   [9:19:13] Thank you, Counsel.  We did not have enough information about this23

person.  And as I was thinking to myself I said to myself, well, I didn't think he was24

really much of a leader, not the kind of person who could fund a rebellion of this size.25
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He was killed.  And we dealt with his men and it was easier for us to defeat them1

because there was no longer any person to organise them.  So the leader that we2

were familiar with was him.3

Q. [9:20:14] And this group, did they commit any massacres?4

A.   [9:20:23] Thank you, Counsel.  According to the intelligence that we received5

they perpetrated many massacres, not to mention looting.6

Q.   [9:20:46] And to your knowledge did any other rebel groups commit any7

massacres at that time?8

A.   [9:20:51] Thank you, Counsel.  That is the information that came our way in the9

area occupied by the MPCI.  That is the information.10

Q.   [9:21:19] What information, that there were massacres?11

A.   [9:21:22] Yes, indeed.12

Q.   [9:21:24] And who led that group, MPCI?13

A.   [9:21:36] Thank you, Counsel.  I mentioned a group that initially did not have14

any leader who was well known, but there were all kinds of names out there.  And15

then later on Mr Guillaume Soro became the spokesperson of that movement, so I16

don't know if he was the leader or not.17

Q.   [9:22:03] So he was the spokesperson of the MPCI, the patriotic movement for18

Côte d'Ivoire.  Now, can you think of a specific massacre committed by the MPCI19

people?20

A. [9:22:25] Thank you, Counsel.  In the town of *Korhogo we learned that a rebel21

leader had put a large number of young people into a container, people he had found22

guilty, and the young people shut up in the container then died.23

Q.   [9:22:59] What was the name of that rebel leader?24

A.   [9:23:04] I can't remember the name, Mr Counsel.25
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Q.   [9:23:16] And if I were to refresh your memory, do you think the name would1

come back to mind?2

A.   [9:23:22] That's possible, Counsel.3

Q.   [9:23:26] Fofié, if I were to put that name to you?4

A.   [9:23:30] That is correct.5

Q.   [9:23:34] So he is the one who had all those young people killed?6

A.   [9:23:38] That is the information that was conveyed to us.7

Q.   [9:23:42] And what has become of this man?  What does he do now, this Fofié?8

A.   [9:23:51] I think he is still to be found in the town of Khorogo.  I'm not really9

aware of what he's actually doing.10

Q.   [9:24:11] And were any of the gendarmes the victims of abuse or violence at the11

hands of the rebels at the time?12

A.   [9:24:22] Thank you, Counsel.  Yes, many gendarmes were the victims of abuse13

and violence by the rebels.14

Q.   [9:24:37] And exactly what happened?  In what way did they suffer?15

A.   [9:24:40] We saw some footage, I believe.  Some gendarmes were taken out of16

their homes and some of the rebels were also to be seen and these people were shot in17

the head.  Others were chased throughout the entire town or searched for18

throughout the entire town.  Their houses were looted.  And some had to hide for19

more than two months without being able to go back to the area controlled by the20

republic.21

Q.   [9:25:39] And their women, their wives, their children?22

A.   [9:25:50] The same thing happened as what happened to the gendarmes.23

Q.   [9:25:58] Were they all able to get away?24

A.   [9:26:03] I don't think so, Counsel.  It was reported that many of our fellow25
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gendarmes died in that town, which was taken over by the rebel movement.1

Q.   [9:26:20] And do you mean that many of your co-workers and their wives and2

their children lost their lives in this town?  Is that what you are telling us?3

A.   [9:26:32] Thank you, Counsel.  When we tried to get information, we heard4

more about the military side of things, about our fellow gendarme.  As for the family5

members, I think the same thing happened to them.  But we had more information6

about our fellow gendarmes who had died.7

Q.   [9:27:05] And do you think that -- you say that you thought that was also the8

case for the family members.  I'm putting this question:  So this was also the case for9

the family members?  Are you telling us that the family members were also killed?10

You think that the family members of these people were also killed?11

A.   [9:27:24] Thank you.  I'm saying that it is possible that may have happened.  If12

perhaps, perhaps the rebels, well, they were looking for soldiers, but the intelligence13

that we received was more about our colleagues, that is to say our fellow gendarme.14

Q.   [9:28:00] Who was the commander in the area where the massacres occurred?15

Which rebel leader was in charge?16

A.   [9:28:27] Thank you, Counsel.  I really couldn't tell you.  This information17

came my way a long time after the events, and we were no longer in a position to18

listen to the news or anything like that, because during that period of time we were19

*cut off.  I was -- at the front.  This is what was told to me, and I really couldn't say20

who was the commander or who was leading in the town where the massacres21

occurred.  There was a lot more talk about Bouaké, where gendarmes were killed.22

So I don't know who was in Bouaké.23

Q.   [9:29:39] You don't know which rebel leader was in charge in Bouaké, is that24

what you are saying?25
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A.   [9:29:45] Yes, that's what I'm saying, Counsel.1

Q.   [9:29:47] And do you know who ordered the massacre of the gendarmes?2

A.   [9:29:53] Thank you, Counsel.  I don't know.3

Q.   [9:30:06] And no one talked about that amongst the ranks of the gendarmes?  It4

must have been a terrible, terrible blow.  And none of the gendarmes said anything5

about that?6

A.   [9:30:18] I think I would have remembered a name if a name or names, if any7

names had been mentioned.8

Q.   [9:30:45] Captain, you told us that you were then sent to work at the d'Ity gold9

mine; is that correct?10

A.   [9:31:01] I would like to understand your question.  I would like to situate11

myself in time.  We did not talk about the war.  So after the town of Danané I did12

not automatically go and make secure that gold mine.13

Q.   [9:31:25] Well, I shall try and synthesise or summarise what you said.  You14

went to work in Danané.  You took part in the fighting in Danané against the rebels,15

and then you were sent to work, and correct me if I am wrong, in Abidjan.  And then16

approximately a year and a half or two years later, you were sent to work in order to17

make secure the gold mine in d'Ity.  Am I right or did I make a mistake there?18

A.   [9:31:57] Thank you, Counsel.  Indeed, the fighting did not only go on in19

Danané.  Well, it was just two days there.  There was two days of fighting in20

Danané.  And I went to work in the town of Daloa.  When I was there, once21

redeployed again, because I was somebody who had already been working in the22

west, and I spent two years there, and then I worked there in 2004 and then I left.23

And until 2004, I was still in the west.  But I was not in Danané.  I was rather in the24

area of Guiglo and Toulepleu.25
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Q.   [9:32:45] Very well.  We have taken note of that.  Now, when you were sent to1

work in Daloa, was there any fighting there or not at all?2

A.   [9:32:56] Thank you, Counsel.  Not whilst I was there.  There was fighting, but3

not whilst I was there.4

Q.   [9:33:11] And when was that fighting?5

A.   [9:33:27] The chief of the rebels Zakaria, who was in Vavoua, decided to attack6

Daloa.  And at that moment in time I was more in the direction of Liberia.7

Q.   [9:33:44] In order to be entirely sure, for us to agree entirely here, you are8

referring to this attack in Daloa in September 2004, or to a period at a little bit9

subsequent to that?10

A.   [9:33:59] Thank you, Counsel.  I'm still talking about the same period of the11

rebellion, but it was after the coup d'état.12

Q.   [9:34:10] And when was that, more or less?13

A.   [9:34:15] I believe that it was between 2002-2003, around then.14

Q.   [9:34:24] So what you are telling us is that the fighting continued for quite some15

time, months and months after the beginning of the rebellion, what you referred to as16

the coup d'état; is that correct?17

A.   [9:34:43] That is correct.18

Q.   [9:34:45] And at a given moment in time, after all the experience that you have19

just reported back to us, at a certain moment in time you were sent to make secure the20

gold mine in d'Ity.  And if I understand you correctly it was in about 2003-2004; is21

that correct?22

A.   [9:35:08] Rather, it was later than that, it was 2006-2007 when the ceasefire was23

signed and I came back to my base at Camp Commando in Abobo.  There I received24

a detachment, an order, a detachment order when I went to the gold mine.25
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Q.   [9:35:50] In which zone?1

A.   [9:35:51] In Ity, Zouan-Hounien, Bloléquin, et cetera, et cetera. And Alla, who2

was the sous-préfet, the military sous-préfet of the town of Zouan-Hounien.3

Q.   [9:36:09] Because there was fighting before that in the entire area?4

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [9:36:12] Just the five-second rule.  Just5

sometimes I have to go back because otherwise we have problem for the interpreters.6

So now I slow them down.  So now you can continue.  Thank you.7

MR ALTIT:  [9:36:35] (Interpretation) Thank you, Mr President.  We get carried8

away, you know, with the rhythm.9

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  I know.10

MR ALTIT:11

Q.   [9:36:43] Now, my question was attempting to ascertain whether there was any12

fighting.  You said just now that the fighting had stopped in the Ity area and around13

there.  And if there had been, you know, a lot of fighting throughout those years14

until the ceasefire, that was the question, that was the crux or the thrust of my15

question?16

A.   [9:37:08] Yes, there was indeed fighting in that area.  And in that area from17

*Zouan-Hounien locality, we were stopped by the French troops, by the Légion *étrangère.18

Q.   [9:37:29] Now, let's wait a second or two so that we can understand.  Let me19

come back to what you said for it to be crystal clear.  Until the ceasefire in 2006, there20

was fighting, was there not, in the area?21

MR MACDONALD:  [9:37:45] (Interpretation)  I'm sorry, 2004, that's what the22

witness said.23

THE WITNESS:  [9:37:52] (Interpretation)  2004.24

MR ALTIT:  [9:37:54] (Interpretation)25
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Q.   [9:37:55] So until 2004 there was fighting in the area?1

A.   [9:37:58] Yes, that's correct, Counsel.2

Q.   [9:37:59] And when did you arrive in that area?3

A.   [9:38:02] I went there twice.  The first time for fighting, to take part in the4

fighting.  And after the ceasefire I withdrew and I was sent to work in the Camp5

Commando in 2004, in 2004, after the complete ceasefire.  And then after,6

approximately in 2006-2007, I was seconded because there was no longer any fighting7

and Alla was the military sous-préfets, I was seconded in order to make sure the Ity8

gold mine, which was about 10 kilometres away from Zouan-Houien.9

Q.   [9:38:54] So the first time you went there, when was that?  Was that in 2004,10

just before the ceasefire, approximately?11

A.   [9:39:04] Thank you, Counsel.  The first time that I went to that area was in12

2002, and I remained there for the fighting until 2004.  I came back more specifically13

to the Ity locality in order to make secure the gold mine, merely or solely for that14

purpose.15

Q.   [9:39:30] Very well.  Now things are crystal clear.  This gold mine in Ity, was it16

important in the fighting?17

A.   [9:39:50] Thank you, Counsel.  Well, that's a matter of opinion.  But we were18

not fighting for the gold mine itself.  When we were stopped by the ceasefire, our19

intention was to continue and to take several towns from the rebels and thereby20

encourage our comrades who were defecting or withdrawing to join us.  So at that21

moment in time the gold mine was not a priority.  However, it could have been an22

important stake or asset for the rebellion.23

Q.   [9:40:41] And when you say at the moment that the ceasefire was signed, you24

said that you were ready to take towns that had been taken by the rebellion.  Which25
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rebel groups are you thinking of here?  We're not talking about the Mpigo.  Which1

groups are you talking about, which rebel groups?2

A.   [9:41:08] Thank you, Counsel.  The town of Danané was the next town after the3

locality of Zouan-Houien where we were stopped.  Danané would have been4

the -- next at 45 kilometres afield.  And when we beat the Mpigo, when their chief5

was killed, it was true disorder in their camp.  So we heard that the MPCI rapidly6

came to occupy the town of Danané, where everything was upside down.  So the7

MPC came back to occupy that town, and it was then up to us to, or we were then due8

to attack the MPCI.9

Q.   [9:42:20] That's very clear.  Then you came back on a second occasion in the10

area, namely to Ity specifically.  Now, to your knowledge in those years, 2006-2007 et11

cetera, were there still disturbances?  Was there still active armed movement in the12

region?13

A.   [9:42:47] Thank you, Counsel.  I would like clarification here.  You're talking14

about the region.  Are you talking about the region that we had taken, or are you15

talking about the whole of the western part?16

Q.   [9:43:18] The region that you became familiar with, not only by your previous17

experience, not only by the fact that you were posted there at the time, or people,18

your colleagues or other people spoke to you about it, maybe not the whole of the19

west of the country, but at least the area that extended around the zone that you20

knew?21

A.   [9:43:49] Thank you, Counsel.  You're talking about armed movements.  In22

Danané, that was just in front of us, there was still instead of the Mpigo, there was the23

MPCI that was present.  And in the town of Toulepleu, there was the Lima group24

that I mentioned.25
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Q.   [9:44:28] And to your knowledge, the MPCI, did it conduct any violent acts1

upon the population?2

A.   [9:44:38] Thank you, Counsel.  We received instructions to facilitate the3

movement of the population, and as military men it was a little bit difficult for us4

because there could have been infiltrations.  However, we complied with the5

instructions of our superiors.  And between those two areas there was indeed6

movement of population, vehicles would go from our area to the rebel area and vice7

versa.  And the people who came back from the rebel areas told us that there were8

roadblocks which were manned by rebels and that they were expecting them -- that9

they were taking fees every time they went through.10

Q.   [9:46:05] With regard to a meeting that was held in the year 2010, just before the11

elections, you said during your testimony that you were faced with a situation that12

was not normal.  You said that "we were in a situation of war."  And at that13

moment in time you were talking about a situation before the first round of the14

elections.  So my question is as follows:  Did you know at that time that there were15

rebel troops that were stationed at l'hôtel du Golf?16

A.   [9:46:56] Thank you, Counsel.  I would like you to refresh my memory17

somewhat with that date, October 2010.18

Q.   [9:47:20] I shall quote you.  I think things will be simpler, all right?  So these19

are the French version of the transcript of 1 September 2016, page 4, line 17.  You20

answer a question put to you by the Prosecutor with regard to a meeting, or with21

regard to a document dated 12 October 2010, talking about a meeting to be held22

imminently.  And you answer, and I quote you, line 17:23

"In the face of the prevailing situation, which was no longer a normal one, we found24

ourselves in a situation of war.  So there was a grouping around the chief of general25
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staff, General Mangou Philippe.  This was a situation that was no longer normal.1

We were at war."  End of quote.2

So you're talking here about that time before the first round of the elections.  And my3

question to you, well, I understand what you are saying here, you're saying that you4

had a feeling that, well, there was tension.  You're even talking about a situation of5

war.6

So my question to you is simple:  Before that first round of the elections, did you7

know that there were rebel troops stationed at l'hôtel du golf?8

A.   [9:49:29] Thank you, Counsel.  I did not know that there were rebel groups9

stationed at l'hôtel du Golf.  However, when you make a link between what I said10

and the question that you're putting, we knew, on the basis of what our hierarchical11

superiors were telling us and on the basis of the intelligence that we were receiving12

that our men had been infiltrated, which gave rise to a regrouping of the various13

forces, rather than each force being in its own corner, if you like.14

So General Mangou, on the basis of all the information that we had as to the presence15

of rebels in the town of Abidjan, requested that all the chiefs gather around him, and16

he was the one who took the decisions in that situation.  And that is why I talked17

about a situation of war.18

Q.   [9:51:02] You talk about infiltration.  Infiltration of whom?19

A.   [9:51:10] Infiltration on the part of the rebels.20

Q.   [9:51:16] Where?21

A.   [9:51:19] I just told you, in the town of Abidjan.22

Q.   [9:51:24] But you were in, based in Abobo, were you not?23

A.   [9:51:30] That is correct, Counsel.24

Q.   [9:51:33] So my question is:  Was there any infiltrations in Abobo?25
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A.   [9:51:41] Thank you, Counsel.  During the previous sessions, I believe that I1

provided clarification in that regard.  Indeed, there were instances of infiltration2

because we saw a document here from a police general, *and even before the3

document was presented I mentioned the presence of, the hypothetical presence of4

two warlords, Chérif Ousmane and Zakaria at the Hotel Harmony.5

Q.   [9:52:39] Very well.  You told us during your testimony that when you took the6

command of the squadron 3/1, you automatically became the chief of CECOS; is that7

correct?8

A.   [9:53:07] That is correct, Counsel.9

Q.   [9:53:09] And you went on to add that, and I'm quoting you here from memory,10

that it was a small unit.  What did you mean by that?11

A.   [9:53:25] Thank you, Counsel.  When I speak of a small unit, I'm talking about12

the manpower and its means and its modus operandi.13

Q.   [9:53:52] So let us come back to what you've just said.  You're saying that14

manpower was limited, means were limited, is that what you mean?15

A.   [9:54:07] Thank you, Counsel.  That is not only what I mean.  I mentioned this16

point because this is what the chiefs wanted in the face of the threat.  This unit was17

set up for the purposes of providing public security, as I already mentioned.  It was18

just for public security in the town of Abidjan.19

Q.   [9:54:42] But what was the manpower, were they numerous or were they not?20

A.   [9:54:49] I'm talking about my specific case.  So in each barracks there was a21

small group of CECOS individuals in a base.  So there were not many CECOS22

people.23

Q.   [9:55:12] How many men approximately?24

A.   [9:55:18] We had 150 people.  We were 150 men strong.  That was the practical25
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level of manpower.  But in terms of our modus operandi, approximately 50 people1

only worked on a daily basis.2

Q.   [9:55:44] And why was that?3

A.   [9:55:47] This was the way that things had been decided by the chief, Counsel.4

Q.   [9:55:59] And in view of the limited manpower and the limited means, could we5

say that the role of CECOS during that entire period or its impact was limited?6

Could we say that?7

A.   [9:56:21] Yes, indeed, Counsel.8

Q.   [9:56:33] Let's move on to something else, if you don't mind.  You said that9

there were a number of posts, a number of police stations in Abobo; is that correct?10

A.   [9:56:46] That is correct, Counsel.11

Q.   [9:56:50] And these police stations, what became of them during the12

post-election crisis?13

A.   [9:57:03] Thank you, Counsel.  After the first round, I no longer recall the date,14

but after the first round of the elections, the police stations as far as I am aware closed15

in Abobo, and there were no longer any policemen.16

Q.   [9:57:37] And why did they close?  Why did they close?17

A.   [9:57:53] I would not be in a position to say, Counsel.18

Q.   [9:57:58] Was it because they were coming under attack?19

A.   [9:58:04] Thank you, Counsel.  To my knowledge, only one police station came20

under attack during that period.  Whilst the brigade on the map had its position, and21

it was facing the Marley neighbourhood, which was in front of it to the left-hand side,22

and there was the Bocabo Derrière Rails to its right-hand side, and the brigade never23

came under attack.24

So I do not know why they left their police station.25

ICC-02/11-01/15-T-71-Red2-ENG CT WT 06-09-2016 18/109 MP T



Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-02/11-01/15
WITNESS:  CIV-OTP-P-0330

06.09.2016 Page 19

Q.   [9:58:50] So what you're saying to us is that even before the second round -- or,1

before the second round there were no more police stations occupied by policemen in2

Abobo; is that correct?3

A.   [9:59:13] Yes, that is correct, Counsel.4

Q.   [9:59:14] So let's move on to the gendarmes.  I understood that there were a5

number of gendarmerie posts in Abobo; is that correct?6

A.   [9:59:30] I do not know what you mean by "posts." There were two7

gendarmerie units.  There was the gendarmerie brigade, which was part of the8

departmental gendarmerie that conducts judicial police tasks or duties, and then there9

was the Abobo *Camp Commando that was part of the mobile gendarmerie.10

Now, by "post" what do you mean, are you talking about a position held by our men?11

Q.   [10:00:06] When you deserted on 3 March, to your knowledge, outside of12

Commando Camp, were there any positions -- well, not positions, were there any13

locations that were occupied by gendarmes in Abobo?  Were there any gendarmes14

stationed in Abobo on 3 March 2011, * outside of the camp?15

A.   [10:00:47] Thank you, Counsel.  Indeed, there were a number of positions held16

outside Camp Commando and outside the immediate positions that were being used17

for defensive purposes, namely, to defend the barracks.  So there were some other18

positions, but they were somewhat far off.19

In d'Anyama town, that locality, I sent a detachment there of 15, 15 men with one20

officer.  And the radio and television antenna behind the station in Derrière Rails21

area, there were also, there was also a group of 15 men with an officer.22

Q.   [10:01:54] Let us try to understand one another correctly. * I'm asking you a23

question about Abobo not Anyama. So in Abobo you are telling us that there was just24

one position that was there to protect the television antenna;25
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is that correct?1

A.   [10:02:21] Yes.2

Q.   Now my question was this:  Was there a permanent position, were there people3

who remained on the spot *in the area? Were these areas you mention, that protected4

the radio-television antennas... Did you... They came, if I understand correctly, from5

Camp Command, so it wasn’t permanent. Their position, their permanent base, their6

barracks, was Camp Commando, it wasn’t the radios... the radio… I mean the7

radio-television antennas. Have I correctly understood what you are telling us?8

A.   [10:02:49] It was a permanent location.  It had been permanent for several years.9

Q.   [10:02:56] Very well.10

A.   [10:02:58] There was always someone there.  People would go.  They would11

be replaced.  But there were always people there.12

Q.   [10:03:06] Up until when?  How long were those gendarmes there for?  Up13

until when?14

A.   [10:03:16] Thank you, Counsel.  I really couldn't tell you, because when I left I15

don't know what happened.16

THE INTERPRETER:  [10:03:37] Message from the interpreters, I believe one17

exchange may have been lost.18

MR ALTIT:  [10:03:47] (Interpretation)  The interpreters have been sending us positive19

messages, I believe, but I believe the transcript or the transcribers are not able to keep up.20

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:04:02] From the booth I hear that they have21

lost one passage.  But I would like to know if everything is okay.22

THE INTERPRETER:  [10:04:17] Messages from the interpreters.  We believe we23

may have lost a sentence or two.  The best approach, I believe, would be to review24

the audio and then make corrections as necessary.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:04:30] The interpreters think they have left or1

missed a passage or two in the transcript and they will review then the audio and2

integrate the transcript; is that okay? So I'm speaking slowly not to give you the3

floor quickly, in order to give a little bit of breath to interpreters.  And now I think I4

can give you the floor back.5

MR ALTIT:  [10:05:10] (Interpretation)  Thank you, your Honour.6

I know that this is difficult work, and I speak to the interpreters.  I have tried to7

follow your indications.  And please tell me if there is any problems, if you need me8

to slow down or anything like that.9

Thank you, your Honour.10

Q.   [10:05:47] Now, sir, I've understood what you've told us.  Now, what you were11

saying a few moments ago, you told us that around the marketplace, once again in12

Abobo, around the market and the city hall roundabout, usually there were only13

police officers who directed traffic.  But at one point things changed and some CRS14

officers were placed at that location.  Is that indeed what you said?15

A.   [10:06:43] That is correct, Counsel.16

Q.   [10:06:51] Now these CRS officers, would they come every morning to take up a17

position there?  How were they organised? Where were they based?18

A.   [10:07:07] Thank you, Counsel.  We were in the habit of having security19

briefings with the leader of the district police.  So at the time of that briefing or20

meeting I was aware that the CRS officers were there within our district.21

After that, later, when it was necessary to leave the district, I really don't know what22

happened after that.  The CRS would arrive and during our patrolling we would23

come across them.24

Q.   [10:08:05] And as of which date did you no longer run into them or come across25
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them?  In other words, when did they disappear, these CRS members?1

A.   [10:08:19] Thank you, Counsel.  That position was abandoned when they came2

under attack one night, and several of them were killed, and their vehicle was3

torched.4

Q. [10:08:48] And when was that attack upon the CRS officers *that left several dead?5

A.   [10:08:54] I don't have the specific date.  It doesn't come to mind, Counsel.6

Q.   [10:09:04] Well, in approximate terms, was it a long time after the second round7

of voting, one week, two weeks, a month?  Do you remember in approximate terms?8

A.   [10:09:20] I really couldn't tell you one way or another, Counsel, because the9

events, well, they overlap.  I wouldn't want to get something wrong.  I'm10

mentioning what happened, but I really can't give you more detail than that.11

MR MACDONALD:  [10:09:38] (Interpretation)  The Prosecution is willing to make12

an admission regarding the exact date if you wish.  Think about it.13

MR ALTIT:  [10:09:53] (Interpretation)  I will think about it.14

Q.   [10:10:00] Captain, you were also telling us that one squad from the first15

battalion was opposite the city hall, and I think you said 30 to 35 men; is that correct?16

A.   [10:10:22] Yes, that is correct.  First commando battalion.17

Q.   [10:10:34] My question is this:  How long did they stay there?  Or, in other18

words, when did they disappear, to your knowledge?19

A.   [10:10:39] Thank you, Counsel.  This group of men was just between the fence20

of the city hall.  And opposite, that is where the CRS members were.  So I really21

don't know the dates, but the officer who led that particular squad said to me one day,22

as I was patrolling, that they had come under gunfire from the police side. *Because23

this was gunfire upon policeman who had come up alongside them. Was it police24

officers who had opened fire while trying to escape a situation? But what is certain is25
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that he showed me signs of gunfire and bullet holes in the wall.  They reported back1

to their leader and I no longer saw them at that place.2

Q.   [10:12:11] So in actual fact what you're telling us is that they left before the CRS;3

is that correct?4

A.   [10:12:19] Yes, that is correct, Counsel.5

Q.   [10:12:24] Tell me, now the people who had attacked the CRS, who were these6

people?  Who were the attackers, the people who killed the CRS members during7

that attack?  Who were they?8

A.   [10:12:43] Thank you, Counsel.  Our intelligence was to the effect that they9

were young people from the Marley neighbourhood.  They were the ones who had10

conducted the attack.11

Q.   [10:13:08] With firearms?12

A.   [10:13:12] Yes, Counsel, indeed.13

Q.   [10:13:18] To your knowledge, which rebel warlord was in charge or led Marley14

neighbourhood?15

MR MACDONALD:  [10:13:32] (Interpretation) Your Honour, the question16

presupposes that there was a rebel warlord at the time leading a group.  And the17

witness never made mention of any such thing.  So I think a foundation must be laid18

before we engage in such questioning.19

MR ALTIT:  [10:13:54] (Interpretation) Your Honour, two points.  First of all, I made20

the remark, I put the question in French.  I put the question in --21

THE INTERPRETER:  [10:14:11] Interpreter correction:  My learned friend spoke in22

French.23

MR ALTIT:  (Interpretation) And perhaps the point could have been made in the24

absence of the witness.25
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My second point is this, the witness has been telling us about all kinds of warlords in1

Abobo and surrounding, so I think the question is really open-ended enough that he2

can respond as he wishes.3

But to be very specific and to make this quick, well, we do want to move quickly,4

make progress and elicit information.  This is my approach.5

Now, the witness, well, the witness is very intelligent.  He knows, he understands6

my questions and he's quite free to answer the question.7

THE INTERPRETER:  [10:15:20] Inaudible.8

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:15:26] I think the same,  the question was9

quite neutral:  To your knowledge which rebel warlord was in charge or led Marley10

neighbourhood?  And I think it's quite an open question to which the witness can11

respond.  Thank you.12

THE WITNESS:  [10:15:50] (Interpretation)  Thank you, Counsel.  Up until the time13

I left my barracks on 3 March, two warlords, the names of two warlords would often14

come up.  I mentioned Chérif Ousmane and Zakaria.  Other than those two names,15

no other name was mentioned to us.  So up until then it was really just small mobile16

groups that would attack our vehicles and our troops.17

MR ALTIT:  [10:16:45] (Interpretation)18

Q.   [10:16:47] Perfect.  Now, you were also telling us that civilians were living in19

Camp Commando.  And if I've understood correctly you mentioned the family20

members of the gendarmes who were there at Camp Commando; is that correct?21

A.   [10:17:03] Yes, indeed, Counsel.  That is correct.22

Q.   [10:17:10] Were there other civilians, people other than the direct family23

members of the gendarmes?  Did other civilians live there?24

A.   [10:17:24] Thank you, Counsel.  There couldn't have been any other civilians25
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because there were not enough facilities for all of our gendarmes, so some of them1

actually had to live very far away from the barracks.  So at the barracks there were2

no other civilians.3

Q.   [10:17:55] And the people who lived far away, weren't they in danger when they4

would come to Camp Commando and then leave?5

A.   [10:18:07] Thank you, Counsel.  Indeed the situation evolved and at one point6

there was gunfire everywhere, not just in Abobo.  And our men who were living7

outside the barracks could not come to the barracks.  So I reported that to my8

superiors and certainly they thought of setting up a command post and perhaps it9

may have been the report that sped things up.  So I no longer had enough members,10

enough people.  I did not have my entire complement of men because many who11

were living in the city could not come.12

And even if they had wanted to come to the workplace it was difficult and dangerous13

for them to do so.  So those who lived there were the ones that we were able to use.14

Q.   [10:19:25] And when did it become difficult for your gendarme to actually go to15

Camp Commando?  Was it before the first round of voting, before the second round16

of voting?  After the second round?  Around Christmas time?  Could you tell us17

when it became dangerous to actually go to Camp Commando and when you18

complained to your superior officers about the lack of staff?19

A.   [10:19:56] Thank you, Counsel.  After the first round of voting there were20

several periods of time -- separate periods of time when we saw that there was no21

moving about, either our officers who were outside of the barracks couldn't get to the22

barracks.  Just after the second round, that's when.23

Q.   [10:20:37] How many, how many people were there at Camp Commando24

altogether, military members and family members, when you were there?25
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A.   [10:20:49] Thank you, Counsel.  I would say about 300.  That was the number1

of staff.2

Q.   [10:21:15] So how many military people, approximately?3

A.   [10:21:29] We soldiers, we living in the barracks, about a hundred.4

Q.   [10:21:38] You told us that the civilians in the area around Camp Commando5

had fled and, thus, you had been able to place some of your men at strategic positions6

to have a good view of the surrounding area; is that correct?7

A.   [10:22:05] Yes, indeed, that is correct, Counsel.8

Q.   [10:22:13] When did these civilians flee?9

A.   [10:22:18] Thank you, Counsel.  Already by the time of the first round of voting,10

some civilians, perhaps fearing clashes between the supporters of the two candidates,11

left their homes.  But around the barracks, in that immediate area, no more12

inhabitants, that would have been by the time of the second round, and the police13

officers living in the buildings looking over the barracks left and we were able to14

occupy that area.  There was one clinic as well right just beside the barracks, and that15

was the same case, the same situation.16

Q.   [10:23:25] And where did these civilians go?17

A.   [10:23:30] I really couldn't tell you.  They may have gone to areas where there18

was no fighting.19

Q.   [10:23:46] You told us that it was a headquarters? *Do you recall having used20

that term on a number of occasions?21

A.   [10:23:56] Yes, I do remember.  Yes, I do remember that.22

Q.  [10:24:08] And you explained to us that you or the other people in charge of the camp,23

you had set up a number of positions all around the camp to defend the camp; is that correct?24

A.   [10:24:25] I myself was the one who defined those positions.  And when the25
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command post was set up, the superior officer who arrived asked me to give him a1

presentation about my defence plan.  And that's what I did.  And *he had added2

one or two positions and the plan was adopted.3

Q.   [10:24:49] Very well.  To your knowledge, when did the siege begin?  Or if I4

could put it differently, when did you sense the need to have positions around the5

camp to defend it?6

A.   [10:25:18] Thank you, Counsel.  We felt the need to establish these positions7

well before the local people left their homes around the barracks.  And when they8

left their residences, things got even more serious because -- well, we could rely on9

them to obtain information.  And then the entire area around the barracks was10

empty and we needed to quickly occupy that area so that we would not have any11

surprises from the enemy.12

So already, even as early as the time of the first round, those buildings had already13

been deserted.  And by the time of the second round it was entirely empty.14

Q.   [10:26:24] I'm trying to understand.  Now, the answer to the question was that15

the need for defensive positions, the reality, so it became quite obvious that you were16

actually in a state of siege by the time of the second round; is that correct?17

A.   [10:26:49] That's correct.18

Q.   [10:26:49] Just to make sure things are crystal clear, you told us that when the19

local people left, fled, it was necessary to quickly occupy the positions, well, the20

apartments, the buildings occupied by the residents because you were afraid that the21

rebels might take control of those places and fire upon you; is that so?22

A.   [10:27:13] Yes, that is indeed so, Counsel.23

Q. [10:27:16] Now, these rebels, the rebels that you were fearing, you were afraid24

that they might take up positions looking over the camp and then shoot upon you25
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from those positions, those rebels, now, who was giving them their orders?  Who1

was their leader to your knowledge?2

A.   [10:27:48] I think I've already answered that question.  It was not known who3

the leader was.  There was no known leader.  And even on the basis of intelligence4

provided at a higher level, the two names that always came up, those two names,5

those were the only names that were mentioned during that period.  However, we6

ourselves, our leaders on the basis of intelligence, well, we all knew that the area had7

been infiltrated by armed men.  And so it was up to us to take the necessary8

measures.9

Q.   [10:28:42] Now, the two leaders that you've mentioned, you're speaking about10

Zakaria Koné?11

A.   [10:28:52] Yes, yes, him, along with Zakaria Koné and Chérif Ousmane.12

Q.   [10:28:59] Now, you explained to us that, I believe you said that those two13

leaders were further off at a hotel called Hotel Harmony, which was further away, not14

in the immediate surroundings of Commando Camp, that is why I'm asking you this,15

the groups that had put the barracks under siege, who were they obeying?  Under16

whose orders did they come?  Because you were saying that their -- those other17

leaders were further afield.  Can you be more specific or give us more information?18

A.   [10:29:37] Thank you, counsel.  First of all, I'm saying that, well, I use the word19

hypothetical presence of the two warlords, because we had not seen for ourselves and20

even -- well, according to that intelligence, our leaders did not ask us to go and attack21

the position.22

So maybe at their level the intelligence they had had gone up but was not specific.23

So it was not clear whether those two leaders were at that location or not.  And even24

if that were the case, it's a technique of fighting.  First of all, they're not necessarily25
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obliged to conduct an offensive, and then if it was their men, they don't necessarily1

have to go with them; and then to stay in a position, a far off position, that would2

keep us from being able to reach them easily.  So up until then, well, I had already3

said that they were mobile groups, small mobile groups.  And truly they were using4

guerrilla tactics.5

Q.   [10:31:13] Well, we understand that you are not certain of the name of the6

individuals that those who had laid the Camp Commando under siege were obeying7

to?8

A.   [10:31:30] It's not that I'm not sure, it's that I don't know, Counsel.9

Q.   [10:31:34] Very well.  As well as the men of Koné Zakaria and the men of10

Chérif Ousmane, could these people have been IB's men, IB's men?11

MR MACDONALD:  [10:32:00] That calls for speculation, Your Honour.  I do12

submit the question should be:  Does he know who they belong to?  And if he13

doesn't know it, unfortunately, it stops there, because right now we're speculating.14

Could they have been --15

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:32:15] Yes, yes.  I think it's a bit of a16

speculation. Could these people have been?  So please rephrase the question.17

MR ALTIT:  [10:32:28] (Interpretation) Very well, Mr President.18

Q.   [10:32:36] What were the war tactics of the Invisible Commando?19

A.   [10:32:46] Thank you, counsel.  Whilst I was in my barracks and I had not yet at20

that time deserted, I did not hear speak of the Invisible Commando.  However, there21

were attacks, but no name was given to any group or other.  I heard speak of the22

Invisible Commando, and I heard speak of Bauer, whom I mentioned yesterday when23

I was at the Golf, and that was over the TCI.  So the spokesperson was the person24

who announced that.25
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So let me clarify that these were guerilla tactics.  People would stay behind in their1

openings and they would open fire on the law enforcement whilst they were going by.2

At first they would lob bricks on this personnel from the roofs or roofs or high up in3

the buildings.  They would throw bricks on military personnel.4

Q.   [10:34:22] So what you're saying to us is that Jack Bauer was one of the chiefs of5

the Invisible Commando?6

THE INTERPRETER:  [10:34:29] Overlapping speakers and overlapping.7

MR MACDONALD:  [10:34:32] Mr President, I'm sorry to interrupt.  I know I'm8

interrupting.  But the point is is that Mr O'Shea already asked those questions, the9

witness has provided the answers, and now there is an overlap within the same team10

between two different people cross-examining.11

We've raised this issue before, the unorthodox ability to have two members on the12

same team question the same witness.  But now it cannot be that while doing that13

there is overlapping, and this is exactly what we're doing once more.  I could have14

intervened earlier, I did not.  But now I'm doing it now.15

MR ALTIT:  [10:35:19] (Interpretation) Mr President, with your leave?  First and16

foremost, the fact that there are two of us questioning the witness can be put down to17

the length of the questioning of the witness and also the length of the calling party's18

questioning.  Had the length of the calling party's questioning been shorter, then19

probably we would have been one person questioning.20

Now, secondly, this is not an unorthodox practice.  There has already been a21

very -- already been a very detailed discussion on this subject.  And jurisprudence22

would have it, the relevant jurisprudence has been provided to your Chamber.  It is23

not unorthodox.  In fact, it is an extremely common practice.  And I do not24

understand why we are harking back to this once your Chamber has already25
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rendered a decision on the subject after discussions were held which show that this is1

not an unorthodox practice.  Quite the contrary.2

Thirdly, you will have noted I am sure, Mr President, your Honours, that the angle of3

the questions being put is obviously different.  And whenever there be one, two, or4

fifteen people putting questions to the witness, it is still one cross-examination by the5

non-calling party.  And in order to be efficient, this questioning is using or6

attempting to use different viewpoints.  And it is not because a name was given7

yesterday that we can no longer talk about it today.8

And the same holds true, were I to have started out as the non-calling party with the9

questioning, I would have made mention of this name yesterday, and I would have10

come back to it today.  So it has nothing to do with the fact that there are one or two11

people questioning the witness.12

Those are the comments I have to make on the matter.13

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:37:45] Well, I do not find anything14

unorthodox, I must say, in two people questioning the person.  It could have been15

the Prosecutor, it could be the Defence.  So nothing unorthodox.  But still we should16

not, and this is also part of the directives, we should not duplicate the questions and17

the arguments to the witness, which is already -- which have already been18

questioned.19

So this is what I invite you also to take care about not to duplicate what was already20

answered and I ask you to go ahead.21

MR ALTIT:  [10:38:28] Merci, Monsieur le Président.22

Q. [10:38:43] (Interpretation) Captain, my question is as follows:  You as person in23

charge of the camp or other people in charge of the camp, did you or did they or were24

they or were you in contact over the telephone or by any other means with rebel25
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chiefs in order to discuss, I don't know, a ceasefire, a provisional ceasefire or any1

other arrangements or just to have a chat?  Did that happen to your knowledge?2

And did that happen to you in particular?3

A.   [10:39:25] Thank you, counsel.  I did not grasp the period you are referring to.4

Whilst I was in command at the Camp Commando camp; is that what you are5

referring to?6

Q.   [10:39:46] Yes.7

A.   [10:39:47] Okay.  Well, the situation you have just talked about never occurred8

because, of course, as I said, we did not know who to address, if we were to do so at9

all.10

Q.   [10:40:13] And that, Captain, is what I do not grasp.  You know Abobo like the11

back of your hand.  You had been in post for quite some years as you said.  You12

know, of course, this is natural, you know many people.  And you have not got a13

single name to provide, a single contact?  You don't have the slightest idea as to who14

might have taken the decision to fire upon you or not; is that your position?15

A.   [10:40:58] Counsel, thank you.  I believe that I'm not going to be providing a16

contradictory response here.  I will say that I've already said that we had been17

infiltrated.  I used that term, which means that we were aware that those who were18

attacking us or those who were going to attack us was not the habitual population19

that we knew or the population that we had been rubbing shoulders with for quite20

some time.  So it is normal that I do not have a name to provide you with.21

Q.   [10:41:47] Do you mean by that that those who were attacking you came from22

the outside?23

A.   [10:41:56] Indeed, yes, that's what I said and that is what I can confirm.24

Q.   [10:42:08] You also told us, and stop me if I'm wrong, that in order to avoid25
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coming under fire from all directions if I understand you correctly, the successive1

commanders of the camp would organise gatherings in the main alley of the camp,2

which is the furthest afield from the rebel positions; is that correct?3

A.   [10:42:56] Thank you, counsel.  That is not correct.  In fact, the location of the4

camp where we would mostly come under fire would be avoided when we gathered5

together.  That's what I meant.6

Q.   [10:43:23] Very well.  Those rebels, those men who as you have just said came7

from the outside, to your knowledge what did they live on?8

A.   [10:43:54] Thank you, Counsel.  As is the case in cases of all rebellions,9

rebellions who take up position in a specific area, of course there is complicity.  So I10

do not know what they lived on, but I believe that they received some form of11

sustenance from their accomplices.12

Q.   [10:44:38] Did they extort people in any way?13

A.   [10:44:47] Thank you, Counsel.  I believe that we can talk of extortion a long14

time after the arrest of President Laurent Gbagbo.15

It was not in their interest to extort people, because of course this might compromise16

their position.  So it was in their interest to remain hidden and fire upon us and17

surprise us.  And were they to begin extorting people, then we would be able to18

locate them and see where they were acting, and we could then conduct an operation19

with a view to neutralising them.20

Q.   [10:45:51] And where to your knowledge did they live?  Where were they21

based?  I'm talking about Abobo, of course.22

A.   [10:46:06] Thank you, counsel.  Well, I believe that the document that was23

presented yesterday already made mention of this.  And before the document was24

presented, I myself had spoken of certain positions, some sub-neighbourhoods where25
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our troops were in difficulty.  There was Marley, for example, there was Bocabo,1

there was PK18.2

Q.   [10:46:56] And did they hold a position at the town hall roundabout or in the3

surrounding area?4

A.   [10:47:04] I believe so.  I've just provided you with the name of Marley.  And5

the policemen who were located at the town hall roundabout came under attack as I6

said with people who were armed who would come out of the Marley7

neighbourhood.8

So did they have their base there?  As I said, at that moment in time it was not in9

their interest to have themselves seen.  So we can't talk about a base as such.  These10

are people who have infiltrated the population, who are living in residences, or it11

might even be people that we know who have armed themselves.  I do not know.12

But what is certain is that those people who attacked the CRS came out of Marley.13

Q.   [10:48:09] Yesterday you said, and I think you're repeating it today, something14

very interesting.  You said yesterday that there were, if I've understood you correctly,15

you said that there were infiltrators amongst us.  And yesterday I believe you said16

more specifically you will remember that this was with regard to the incident when17

the Prosecutor was putting a question to you about the individuals who had come to18

investigate.19

And no, sorry.20

MR MACDONALD:  [10:48:40] The question is completely unclear.  Maybe we21

should just cite the transcript.  If the witness said it yesterday, I mean, we just get the22

transcript and we put it to him.  But right now my colleague is mixed up in his23

question.24

MR ALTIT:  [10:48:57] (Interpretation)  Mr President, I thought I understood that25
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this was rather a superfluous commentary, was it not?  And I'm also trying to put1

questions that would enable us to embrace the situation and catch up on lost time.2

Maybe not use the word "lost," but try to move forward and glean as much3

information as possible and for the Chamber and get hold of that best information as4

soon as possible.5

Of course we can conduct an exercise as we often do whenever it's useful to go and6

try and find every single quote.  But here there is no issue.  And had the Prosecutor7

been courteous enough to let me finish my sentence, he would certainly have heard8

the question in its full clarity.  I was trying to lay the foundation for the witness for9

things to be clear.10

I think we need to go beyond some useless and counterproductive meticulous11

approach.12

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:50:22] Finish your sentence and then we'll see13

if it's clear.14

MR ALTIT:  [10:50:27] (Interpretation)  Thank you, Mr President.  Of course now15

the problem is that I've forgotten it.  So let me rephrase.16

Q.   [10:50:35] I believe that this was yesterday.  And, Captain, if you find that I am17

not providing a true reflection of what you said, then tell me, then I will find the18

quote of what you said as we did earlier on today.19

This was about the incident you will recall, the individual who had taken part in the20

coup d'état had come to see you, and you said -- I think that this was in open session.21

The Prosecutor will stop me if there is any doubt in this regard.22

MR MACDONALD:  [10:51:50] (Interpretation)  I do not recall.23

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:51:55] I think it was, I think it was said in24

open session.  And the name of the person is (Redacted) or something?25
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MR MACDONALD:  [10:52:04] (Redacted)1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:52:16] (Redacted), yes.  So we go to the point.2

(Redacted) yes.3

MR ALTIT:  [10:52:20] (Interpretation)4

Q.   [10:52:20] It's not to come back to the names, it's that just at a specific moment in5

time, if my recollection serves me correctly, you said:  What could I have done?  If I6

went in one direction, it was going to come down to me like a ton of bricks, and the7

same applied in the opposite direction.8

I'm not quoting you specifically.  And please correct me if what I'm saying is not9

faithful to what you said.  You said:  I was afraid of repercussions in the barracks10

because there were individuals who were pro-rebel -- that's not what you actually11

said, but that was the idea -- and that they were in the barracks and that they could've12

cast a bad spell on me.13

Is that what I have understood from your account?14

A.   [10:53:04] Thank you, Counsel.  I remember only too well this part of my15

questioning.  In fact, this is not precise.  I did make mention of my fears, but I did16

not claim that they were pro-rebels.17

Q.   [10:53:33] Even not in a hypothetical manner?18

A.   [10:53:45] I said I talked of the possibility of -- because in those first days I spoke19

of an incident where one of my men went to meet -- one of my officers went to meet20

my men, and he took it upon himself to meet with my men and asked them to vote21

for the opponent, the opponent to Mr Laurent Gbagbo.22

So you will understand that there can be people like that within the camp who can go23

beyond using simple words, and that was what I feared.24

Q.   [10:54:48] What do you mean by "going beyond the use of simple words"?25
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Were you fearful for your own physical safety?1

A.   [10:54:57] Indeed, that is correct, and that is one of the reasons why I chose to2

desert.3

Q.   [10:55:08] So what you are saying to us now is that you were fearful for your4

security, not only by virtue of the presence of rebels, but also because of a certain5

presence within the governmental camp; is that correct?6

A.   [10:55:26] Indeed.  Until I left, the GSPR troops that I mentioned were still7

within my barracks, and one of them was sleeping in my office by the door, and I was8

sleeping in my office, too.9

Q.   [10:55:51] So let us come back for a moment to the rebel groups and the manner10

in which or what they were doing whilst they were in Abobo.  Did you have any11

knowledge of ritual crimes that they might have committed?12

A.   [10:56:12] Thank you, Counsel.  I said that it was not in their interest to make13

their presence known because we could then be in a position to attack their position14

with precision.15

Now, whilst the fighting continued when I was no longer present, I heard people talk16

about what you just mentioned.17

Q.   [10:56:53] Ritual crimes, notably?18

A.   [10:56:57] Yes, indeed.19

Q.   [10:57:00] Can you tell us what a ritual crime is?20

A.   [10:57:06] Well, shall I give you an example at the same time?  Well, what I21

heard was that a féticheur, somebody who would prepare combatants and make22

them -- prepare them in terms of invulnerability against gunfire, evidently or rumour23

has it that he killed an albino girl on the rail tracks. And this person was based in24

Bocabo.  And he committed that crime, he took her tongue and he took or excised25
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her genital parts.  And I believe that there is nothing that would serve as a better1

example of a ritual crime.2

Q.   [10:58:15] And that was the féticheur of a rebel group; is that correct?3

A.   [10:58:20] Yes, that is correct.4

MR ALTIT:  [10:58:22] (Interpretation) Mr President, your Honours, I'm going to5

move on to another subject area, so I think that this would be the best time for us to6

take the break.7

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [10:58:32] Yes, to take the break.  I just want also8

to tell you, because you made reference before to the length of the questioning by the9

OTP, which leads to the length of the questioning also by the Defence, just by saying10

that the OTP questioned for 8 hours and 15 minutes and you are now at 7 hours and11

25, so just to give you an overview.  There is no need to take the whole two sessions.12

Now we break for half an hour to give the rest to the people in the booths, which I13

thank, and see you at 11.30.  Thank you.14

THE COURT USHER:  [10:59:22] All rise.15

(Recess taken at 10.59 a.m.)16

(Upon resuming in open session at 11.36 a.m.)17

THE COURT USHER:  [11:36:47] All rise.18

Please be seated.19

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [11:37:13] Yes, I think we resume with20

Maître Altit and the questioning of the witness.21

MR ALTIT:  [11:37:23] (Interpretation) I thank you, Mr President.22

Q.   [11:37:31] Captain, I'd like to come back for a moment to an incident that you23

described to us which occurred on 16 December 2010.  I understood that soldiers24

who were at the PK18 roundabout had received reinforcement after a certain duration25
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by some of your men and that they were stopping marchers who wanted to go to the1

RTI from going by; is that correct?2

A.   [11:38:29] No, Counsel.  Those who were stopping the marchers were soldiers.3

They were not my men.4

Q.   [11:38:40] But your men were in the background; is that correct?5

A.   [11:38:47] Indeed.  When my patrol arrived with the officer, the chief of the6

soldiers who had already had a human roadblock set up requested the -- requested at7

the behest of the young marchers that the police and my men withdraw, retreat, and8

they -- and he indicated to them a location at which they should take up position.9

Q. [11:39:29] But your men were supposed to assist the soldiers in stopping the10

marchers from going by, were they not?11

A.   [11:39:41] Thank you, Counsel.  In fact, this was a situation that my men12

chanced upon.  They did not know that this incident was unfolding.  So as I13

indicated, my patrol was rather going towards Derrière Rails.14

And when we gleaned the information that an incident had occurred at the PK1815

roundabout, I redirected that patrol to that location.  And upon their arrival -- rather,16

it was the captain of the troops who were already present who said that he did not17

need them, and according to the captain, they were not supposed to be there.18

Q.   [11:40:47] You spoke of a human roadblock, and you underscored that detail19

during your testimony.  Would it be correct to understand from what you said as20

follows, that this was a human roadblock, which means that it was not actually built21

of anything material, because probably the soldiers had received the orders that there22

should not be any clashes?  Is that what you are trying to say to us?23

A.   [11:41:26] Counsel, I would not be in a position to say, because as the individual24

in charge of the district in terms of defence, I was not associated with that decision, so25
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I cannot be in a position to know what decision was reached by those in charge.1

Q.   [11:41:52] Please allow me to quote you.  This is in the French transcript of2

1 September, page 55, line 10.  And I quote:  "And by view of the fact that we did3

not want any confrontation in said location there, the soldiers had certainly received4

precise orders."  End of quote.5

Which would seem to suggest that the absence of a material roadblock would suggest6

that they were trying to avoid having something set up in a specific location, if you7

like?8

MR MACDONALD:  Your Honours.9

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [11:42:57] Mr MacDonald.10

MR MACDONALD:  I think I would just request that my colleague read in full the11

sentence in order not to truncate the answer of the witness.  Thank you.12

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  I think it is right.  Go to the end of the sentence13

and then let the witness reply.14

MR ALTIT:  (Interpretation) It was my intention to have him respond, but of course I15

shall read the entirety to you, Mr President.16

Q.   [11:43:51] So, quote, I am quoting from line 5 in the same transcript, page 55:17

"And then there was a patrol that I had launched out into the field.  They chanced18

upon a group of troops at the PK18 roundabout that I indicated on the map yesterday.19

And those soldiers had set up a roadblock, not a checkpoint as such.20

But they were facing a group of demonstrators, and they were stopping them from21

coming, and most of them were coming from Anyama *and PK18.  They wanted to22

go through and continue their road towards the RTI, in order to reach the RTI.23

And as we did not want any clashes in that location there, so the soldiers certainly24

had received specific orders.  I don't know because they did not go via the25
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barracks."1

So I believe that that is the relevant excerpt, is it not?2

So, Captain, you underscored on a number of occasion that this was a human3

roadblock, and here in what I have just read to you you wanted to make the4

distinction between a roadblock, between what I heard on other occasions a human5

roadblock and a checkpoint.  And why is it that you are making this distinction?6

A.   [11:45:55] Thank you, Counsel.  I was making that distinction because this is7

a term that we use very frequently in law enforcement.  And in law enforcement we8

do not actually block the roads.  When we are requested to set up a roadblock, it is9

with a view to stopping demonstrators and we do so with troops, people, with10

personnel.  And that is what the soldiers did.11

So there was not a checkpoint.  As I said, there was nothing there that stopped the12

vehicles or the personnel from going through.13

Q.   [11:46:54] And what meaning do you ascribe to that?14

A.   [11:47:04] Thank you, Counsel.  I believe that with regard to this very situation,15

this was what needed to be done, which means that had the policemen or the16

gendarme arrived, this is what we would have done in the face of such demonstrators.17

And perhaps had the situation evolved negatively, then we would have used18

conventional means that we habitually use in terms of law enforcement, so that19

means shields, tear gas, grenades, et cetera.  But in view of the fact that *the soldiers20

did not have any, the civilians were insisting that the gendarmerie and the police21

move away, because when we arrived we would throw tear gas at them and the22

captain went through with what the demonstrators requested.23

Q.   [11:48:15] Why do you say that that is what needed to be done?24

A.   [11:48:22] Thank you, Counsel.  This is what we learn at school as to what to do25
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in the face of demonstrators.  They need to be differentiated from in terms of the1

enemy.2

Q.   [11:48:40] So what you're saying to me here is that the soldiers treated the3

demonstrators -- the marchers as demonstrators; is that correct?4

A.   [11:48:53] That is indeed correct.5

Q.   [11:48:55] And when the marchers asked the captain to have your patrol, the6

gendarmes moved back, the policemen as well, why is it that the captain obeyed, to7

your mind?8

MR MACDONALD:  [11:49:16] Your Honours, it's an opinion.  He's asking an9

opinion about what another person is thinking and why he is acting.  I don't think he10

can answer that question.11

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [11:49:28] Can you rephrase?  It is a bit what12

I was thinking also, the difficulty to go into the mind of another person.  Thank you.13

MR ALTIT:  [11:49:42] (Interpretation) Indeed, you are entirely right, Mr President.14

Q.   [11:49:47] Was this the correct military process, the correct military decision to15

have the -- at the behest of the demonstrators to have the gendarmes and policemen16

move back?17

A.   [11:50:05] To my mind, this was not the correct method, because where we were,18

as I was saying with regard to the situation at hand, this was a law enforcement19

situation, and not only are the soldiers not equipped for law enforcement, but they20

did not have the requisite equipment, that is to say the tear gas grenades that are used21

to disperse this kind of medley.22

Q.   [11:50:52] And it was at that moment in your account that there was gunfire23

on -- from the marchers and two soldiers fell down dead; is that correct?24

A.   [11:51:05] That is correct, Counsel.25
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Q.   [11:51:08] So I have a question.  You explained that your patrols attempted to1

pursue young men armed with Kalashnikovs *who had been indicated to him? Is that2

correct?3

A.   [11:51:27] No, that is not correct. They -- the presence of such young people4

was not indicated to them.  It was they who saw them and it was me that they told5

about them.  And when the captain requested that these two groups, the policemen6

and the gendarmes leave their positions and withdraw, I requested that my officer7

not remain at the same location as the policemen, so that if there was a situation they8

would not all be exposed.  So it was not judicious and I told them, because I knew9

the location, I told them a location that they should occupy so that they would be10

present on both sides of the road.  The policemen were already present on the11

right-hand side of the road in the direction of PK18, and I asked my officer to take up12

position on the left-hand side.  And when he went to the left-hand side, to the13

primary school that I indicated to you, he surprised those young people who had14

used the tunnel through which the train passes.  And those young people had used15

that channel in order to circumvent the crowd of demonstrators and soldiers.16

Q.   [11:53:05] Very well, this is all clear.  If I understand you correctly, it was at the17

time when the captain requested of your men that they retreat that your men in18

retreating fell upon or came across those -- that group of young people who were19

armed with Kalashnikovs who were hiding; is that correct?20

A.   [11:53:31] Thank you, Counsel.  They came across them.  They weren't hiding.21

It was when they came across them that the young men then changed direction.22

They wanted to circumvent the troops who were at the roundabout.  But then when23

they saw our men, they turned back and they went to hide in a classroom.24

Q.   [11:53:59] And when you say they wanted to circumvent the troops, so these25
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were the troops who were standing in the way of the marchers; is that correct?1

A.   [11:54:16] That is correct.2

Q.   [11:54:16] So what you mean is to actually come at them from behind; is that3

correct?  To come at the troops from behind?4

A.   [11:54:25] Yes, that is correct, because if they hadn't come across my men, those5

armed men would have come up behind the soldiers.6

Q.   [11:54:39] So if I understand your account correctly, there were men armed with7

Kalashnikovs in the midst of the marchers who were facing the soldiers, and there8

were other men armed with Kalashnikovs among those young people that you are9

talking about who then hid in the school when your men arrived; is that correct?10

There were the two possibilities of source of gunfire; is that correct?11

A.   [11:55:09] No, that is not what I said.  Rather, I said that the armed men that my12

men saw specifically, with certainty, were those that they came across by surprise and13

who then changed direction and went to hide.14

And at that moment in time when my men were moving away from the troops, the15

men who were in front of the troops, they had not seen them as armed.  I cannot say16

that in front of those soldiers there were armed men who were behind other men.  So17

I'm just repeating what my officer said.18

Q.   [11:56:03] And in the account of your officer, the gunfire that shot those two19

soldiers came from where?20

A.   [11:56:12] The gunfire that shot the two soldiers, as I said myself in my account,21

came from opposite, that is to say from the troops opposite.22

Q.   [11:56:45] Very well.  So you spoke to us of another incident.  One of your23

patrols, and it might be one and the same, but I cannot recall precisely, had come24

under attack on that very same day of snipers lying in ambush.  Can you tell us25
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where they come under fire?1

A.   [11:57:08] Thank you, Counsel. Indeed, it was on that very same day and it2

was a patrol that I had sent out that was headed up by my deputy, and that patrol3

was supposed to go from the camp to Abobo Baoulé via the Samaké roundabout.4

And when you leave the town hall roundabout you come to that roundabout.  And5

it's between the town hall roundabout and the Samaké roundabout that they came6

under attack.7

Q.   [11:57:54] Very well.  And on that very same day, you said to us that you went8

out and first you heard some gunshot from Camp Commando.  You were in9

Camp Commando, you heard some gunshot and you said to us -- and this is going to10

be my question, because it wasn't as clear as all that -- that these were big noises like11

the noise of tear gas.  That, I did understand.  But I didn't understand whether you12

heard there was any gunshot or not when you were in Camp Commando on that13

same day.  I am talking of the same day.14

A.   [11:58:45] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not recall precisely, but I am -- well, the15

impression that I had when I went out was that it was a law enforcement operation.16

These were men who were faced with other men beyond the town hall roundabout.17

And I needed to reassure myself before reporting the incident specifically to my18

hierarchy.19

Q.   [11:59:31] Very well.20

A.   [11:59:32] So I do not recall having heard gunfire in addition to what I have21

already said, you know, these weapons that were fired in the context of the law22

enforcement.23

Q.   [11:59:51] So you are hearing -- you're saying that you heard tear gas?  Is that24

what you are actually saying?25
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A.   [11:59:58] Indeed.1

Q.   [12:00:03] When you came out of Camp Commando, you passed by the town2

hall intersection to the market and that was on that same day; is that correct?3

A.   [12:00:23] Yes, indeed, but from behind, because there are two possibilities.4

You can reach the town hall roundabout by passing in front of the market.  There are5

two possibilities.6

Q.   [12:00:40] Very well.  And you told us that you came across a block set up by7

civilians.  Who were those civilians?8

A.   [12:01:01] Counsel, I don't understand the question.9

Q.   [12:01:10] Just a minute.  Let me quote you, and it will be very clear.  The10

French transcript of 1 September, page 59, lines 2 onwards, and I quote:  "Passing11

through the main market towards the town hall intersection, I came across12

a checkpoint that had been set up by young civilians."  And then you explain further13

and you say there were exchanges between them.  They took away the blockade and14

then you passed.15

So my question is:  Who were these young civilians who set up a checkpoint,16

a roadblock?17

A.   [12:02:30] Thank you, Counsel.  I still have a question.  I said "young18

civilians."  If these were armed people, I would have been more specific.19

Q.   [12:02:42] Let me be more precise in my question.  Were these Mr Ouattara's20

supporters or Laurent Gbagbo's supporters?21

A.   [12:03:01] Thank you, Counsel.  During that period it was difficult to see22

Mr Laurent Gbagbo's supporters in the streets.23

Q.   [12:03:28] I didn't quite understand your answer.  Was it Laurent Gbagbo's24

supporters or Ouattara's supporters?25

ICC-02/11-01/15-T-71-Red2-ENG CT WT 06-09-2016 46/109 MP T



Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-02/11-01/15
WITNESS:  CIV-OTP-P-0330

06.09.2016 Page 47

A.   [12:03:39] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not want to risk giving a definite answer,1

but I want to give you some information.  I have said that during that period Laurent2

Gbagbo's supporters were not visible setting up such roadblocks in the streets.  So3

whether these were Mr Ouattara's supporters or not I really do not know.  But I can4

say that these were not Mr Laurent Gbagbo's supporters.5

Perhaps they were also people who wanted to stage a march, I do not know.6

Q.   [12:04:36] Do you mean that there were two categories of people, and I'm still7

talking about the same day, the marchers on the one hand and on the other hand8

people setting up roadblocks?9

A.   [12:04:55] Thank you, Counsel.  I think that those who were marching had10

a specific objective, that is, to reach the RTI.  But when you found people setting up11

roadblocks, maybe it was simply to extort the population.  I do not know.  And this12

is what was happening in areas that were a bit remote.13

Q.   [12:05:32] To your knowledge, during the post-election crisis, were there many14

of these roadblocks where it was possible to extort from people, that is, those15

roadblocks, were there many of them set up in Abobo?16

A.   [12:05:58] Thank you, Counsel.  There were many roadblocks.  Initially the17

purpose was to prevent our troops from passing and securing resupplies.  That is18

why I talked about a siege, because they wanted to cut off all our resupply channels.19

During that same period, traffic was almost inexistent, and the people who were20

caught were in fact exploited or extorted.21

Q.   [12:07:03] And for everything to be clear, because we are trying to understand,22

those people manning those roadblocks in Abobo, were they members of rebel23

groups?24

A.   [12:07:19] Thank you, Counsel.  I would like to distinguish between the two25
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incidents.  A roadblock that I came across, I do not know whether that answers part1

of your question, but talking about the roadblocks that were erected against the FDS2

forces, those roadblocks were manned.  So a roadblock would be erected and the3

people will stay there.  And if the forces of law and order arrived, and some of them4

came down off the vehicle to dislodge those blocks, they were shot at.  So those were5

manned roadblocks, manned by armed people.6

Q.   [12:08:22] Armed people who were attacking the forces of law and order; is that7

correct?8

A.   [12:08:28] Yes, the forces of law and order.9

Q.   [12:08:33] Very well.  Now let us move on to something that you have just10

touched on a short while ago, that is resupplies.  I believe I've understood from your11

testimony that in order to avoid attacks against resupply convoys, the authorities12

used several techniques, that is, one, to have convoys, a sufficiently long convoy of13

vehicles to discourage attacks; is that correct?14

A.   [12:09:17] Yes.15

Q.   [12:09:18] Two, by taking out and bringing in these convoys at times during the16

day and the night that were totally different so as to surprise possible attackers; is that17

correct?18

A.   [12:09:41] Yes, correct.19

Q.   [12:09:44] Three, by allowing the soldiers in the convoy to shoot in the air so as20

to discourage possible attackers; is that correct?21

A.   [12:10:03] Not entirely.  It was not the commanders who asked them to shoot.22

I have pointed out that each time that members of the convoy opened fire, they heard23

of the PC complaint.  So it was not the leaders giving orders to shoot.  There was24

a message from the senior commander in which it was mentioned that in case of25
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attack, respond and make a report.  So the orders were clear in this area.1

Q.   [12:10:51] Now we are speaking about two different things, soldiers who are in2

a convoy and who are afraid of being attacked, and in order to avoid such attacks,3

shoot in the air; and then you have soldiers who are attacked and then they directly4

defend themselves.  These are two different things; is that correct?5

A.   [12:11:17] Yes, that is correct, Counsel.6

Q.   [12:11:21] Very well.  And in order to understand correctly, these possible7

attacks, these potential ambushes, was it possible for them to take place on the entire8

stretch of road from the Camp Commando *to the Abobo exit, or were there any9

really dangerous stretches?  Which were the dangerous parts of this itinerary for10

those who were in the convoy, the resupply convoys?11

A.   [12:12:33] Thank you, Counsel.  Based on our experience, our unfortunate12

experience, which is that we were shot at by the enemy, we felt that these were people13

who had some knowledge of combat.  So there was no specific segment of the road.14

As I have told you before, we changed the itinerary several times.  So those who15

were attacking the convoys chose locations that were appropriate for them at elevated16

areas where they could take shelter and from a higher area would have an advantage17

shooting down at people.  And this applied especially to the roads that we used.18

There were always dangerous points, not any specific stretches of the road.19

Q.   [12:14:07] So from the moment that the convoy left the Camp Commando right20

up to the entry to Abobo, they could be shot at; is that correct?21

A.   [12:14:22] Yes, that is correct, Counsel.22

Q.   [12:14:27] Very well.  On 3 March 2011, that is the date of the incident that we23

have spoken about, that is the alleged attack on the women, were there members of24

the armed forces present in Abobo, that is elsewhere than in the Commando Camp?25
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A.   [12:15:16] Thank you, Counsel.  I mentioned earlier that there was the presence1

of a detachment that I had sent to the radio antenna area.  I had about 15 people2

positioned there.3

Talking about other troops, it is highly likely, for example, the armoured squadron4

group did not take up any positions as such in the barracks.  They could assist the5

convoy to reach Camp Commando, and then they would go out again to patrol6

around the Derrière Rails area before returning to the Agban barracks.  They were7

not part of the various troops that had soldiers detached to my barracks.8

They returned to Abobo and they did not necessarily notify us of their presence, so I9

do not know whether they were present in Abobo on that day.10

Q.   [12:16:44] Very well.  You told us that *one of the reasons for your desertion11

that day was the incident during which members of a resupply convoy are supposed12

to have shot at civilians and shot at women; is that correct?13

A.   [12:17:15] Yes, Counsel.14

Q.   [12:17:19] And you told us that you received telephone calls from various15

individuals giving you contradictory information on what is supposed to have16

happened; is that correct?17

A.   [12:17:42] Yes, that is correct.18

Q.   [12:17:45] Some of them accused you of having *ordered shootings upon19

civilians and others said that this was a masquerade; is that correct?20

A.   [12:18:01] Yes.21

Q.   [12:18:01] Now, based on what you told us a short while ago, there are a certain22

number of possibilities.23

The convoy did not react.  They were not attacked. *They were not attacked:24

masquerade. That is the first possibility.25
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Secondly, the convoy was not attacked, but the soldiers shot because they believed1

they were being attacked.2

Third possibility, the soldiers shot in the air.3

Now, as the person in charge of Camp Commando, you have all the information, at4

least more than what we have, you have all the information that would make it5

possible for you to know precisely what happened on that day, that incident.6

MR MACDONALD:  [12:19:29] Your Honour, this calls clearly for an opinion.  It7

will be for the Chamber to determine these facts.  The witness, the only thing he can8

relate is what he heard and saw that day.  But in light of his previous testimony,9

I don't think he can issue an opinion as to what happened from where he was.  And10

we have other witnesses that will come to testify, your Honour.11

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:20:05] This is sort of a multiple choice12

question where you give options.  I think we should rephrase this, you should13

rephrase this question.14

MR ALTIT:  [12:20:21] (Interpretation) I can rephrase it, your Honour.  But15

the Prosecutor's objection does not relate to the phrasing.  It is the substance itself of16

the question.17

MR MACDONALD:  [12:20:36] There may be other reasons to object, too, but18

the Chamber ruled.19

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:20:40] Yes.  Please, if you rephrase this20

without eliciting an opinion and a sort of a multiple choice option, but requesting to21

respond to facts or to elicit facts, you may rephrase the question.22

MR ALTIT:  [12:21:14] (Interpretation) Very well, your Honour.23

Q.   [12:21:28] Mr Witness, Captain, you are a soldier.  You have been a soldier24

your entire life.  You have information that we do not have.  The soldiers who were25
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in that convoy, if they had fired at civilians without having been attacked, would they1

have failed in their military duties?2

MR MACDONALD:  [12:22:17] It's again an opinion, your Honour, I submit.3

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:22:22] It is an opinion.  What would they4

have done if?  I mean, please.5

MR ALTIT:  [12:22:39] (Interpretation) Mr President, we are asking the witness to6

apply military rules to what is being discussed here, a military filter to what is being7

debated here.  We can set this aside.  This is a Prosecution witness and8

the Prosecution does not want to hear certain information that the witness might give9

us.10

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:23:16] No.  But we would like to hear the11

information on the facts.  But if you ask, "The soldiers who were in that convoy, if12

they had fired at civilians without having been attacked, would they have failed in13

their military duties?"  I mean, this is an opinion he is giving now.  I don't know.14

I think it is a bit too --15

MR MACDONALD:  And --16

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  No, please, we cannot jump around.17

Please, could you rephrase and elicit facts from the witness.  Thank you.18

MR ALTIT:  [12:23:54] (Interpretation)19

Q.   I can rephrase that question in the following manner:  Which are the20

procedures that these soldiers are supposed to apply in such a situation, that is, which21

are the rules to be applied?  I believe that is correct.22

A.   [12:24:21] Thank you, Counsel.  But you did not specify the situation.23

Q.   [12:24:28] That is a situation of risk for the convoy when there is no attack and24

a situation when there is actually an attack.25
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A.   [12:24:52] Thank you, Counsel.  I believe that there is a document that has been1

presented here that already gave us the answer.  In the case of an attack, defend2

yourselves, fire back and report.  That is what we learn at the military academy.3

Q.   [12:25:20] Very well, the answer is clear.4

At one point, still in regard to this incident, you said people started coming out of5

the -- calling you from the Golf?6

A.   [12:25:51] Yes, that is correct.7

Q.   [12:25:53] Who called you from the Golf?8

(The witness confers with Mr von Bóné)9

THE WITNESS:  [12:25:59] (Interpretation) Thank you, Counsel.  These people who10

called me, I talked about the phone calls, I did not know the people who were calling11

me.12

MR ALTIT:  (Interpretation)13

Q.   [12:27:12] So someone calls you from the Golf, you don't know that person, he or14

she tells you something and it makes you afraid; is that correct?15

A.   [12:27:28] Thank you, Counsel. *The phone call, it was not the only day...16

I'm talking about phone calls that I received talking about injured people.17

But on that precise day I also received phone calls informing me that our troops had18

shot at women.  And it was not only phone calls from the Golf.19

Around 4 p.m. I had colleagues who called me and tried to explain to me what had20

happened, because we no longer had the possibility to actually see the images or to21

listen to the radio.  So we were occupied in a combat situation, and there were22

colleagues who were trying to explain what had happened.  And even today it23

would be difficult for me to remember the names of those colleagues of mine.24

Q.   [12:29:04] And what did those colleagues explain to you?25
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A.   [12:29:11] In my previous statements I mentioned contradictory information.1

Some of them said that this was simply a staged event, a masquerade, and that our2

troops had indeed opened fire; but the women rubbed themselves with a product to3

make believe that it was blood and had themselves filmed.4

And there was another piece of information stating that when our men were passing5

by behind the women who had assembled there, there were people with weapons6

who were the first to open fire at our troops, and it was following that gunfire that7

shots were fired at the women.8

Q.   [12:30:30] And who was in command of that supply convoy that we are talking9

about?10

A.   [12:30:42] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not recall.  But in terms of the positioning11

of the troops, there was a vehicle that was supposed to bring up the front and then12

*there was a second armoured vehicle that brought up the rear, because those vehicles13

have barrels that can move 360 degrees and they can fire in any direction.14

Q.   [12:31:25] But at the time, six years ago, you knew who was in command of the15

convoy?16

A.   [12:31:38] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not know who was in command of the17

convoy.  I say that because a number of people came and went whilst I was there.18

And as I said, there were officers who came in company of their men.  On other19

occasions they were replaced by non-commissioned officers.  So I cannot recall and20

I was not the person who gave them orders directly, otherwise I would have been21

able to remember.22

Q.   [12:32:12] So it is your position that at the time as commander of the camp, of23

Camp Commando, you did not know who was in command of those convoy troops24

that came and went from the camp; is that correct?25
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A.   [12:32:34] Thank you, Counsel.  I believe that looking at it from that angle it1

would seem to you that I am retaining information.  What I said was that when the2

command post was set up, somebody above me was in direct command and gave3

orders directly to the men.  So it was quite normal that I am not in a position to say4

who was in command of the convoy.5

Q.   [12:33:07] And this convoy that we are talking about that moved around on6

3 March, did you not know anybody in that convoy that you might have telephoned7

in order to ascertain what had happened?8

A.   [12:33:28] Thank you, Counsel.  As I mentioned previously, all the units that9

came, well, we did not have any contact person.  I did not personally know anybody10

there.  The various chiefs of the detachments would exchange numbers with the11

person in charge of the command post.  And I had become a chief of a detachment at12

that moment in time within my barracks.13

Q.   [12:34:09] Very well.  So in view of the mounting pressure, accusations were14

levelled at you for having opened fire on civilians via the convoy and you decided as15

a result to desert on that very evening; is that correct?16

A.   [12:35:06] That is correct, Counsel.17

Q.   [12:35:12] Did you not hesitate?18

A.   [12:35:17] Thank you, Counsel.  Indeed, I hesitated a great deal.  And I was in19

a dilemma.20

Q.   [12:35:37] Very well.  Who did you call, who did you call in order to inform21

them of your desertion?22

A.   [12:35:53] Thank you, Counsel.  I would like to clarify a point.  Who did I call?23

I would like clarification, who did I call as to amongst my chiefs, you mean, or to24

inform that I intended to leave?25
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Q.   [12:36:18] I shall rephrase.  Do not worry.  At the moment in time when you1

took your decision, did you call somebody to inform them of or warn them of that2

decision?3

A.   [12:36:32] Thank you, Counsel.  I already mentioned this.  I called my wife.4

Q.   [12:36:39] And apart from her?5

A.   [12:36:44] I'm sorry?6

Q.   [12:36:45] Apart from your wife, anybody else?7

A.   [12:36:51] I do not believe so.8

Q.   [12:36:59] You said, if I understood you correctly, tell me if I have understood9

you correctly, you went from Camp Commando to the 43rd BIMA; is that correct?10

A.   [12:37:15] That is correct.11

Q.   [12:37:16] And you hadn't warned anybody at the 43rd BIMA?12

A.   [12:37:20] Nobody.13

Q.   [12:37:22] Well, why did you go there then?14

A.   [12:37:26] I'd like to take you back somewhat, because when I contacted my wife,15

it was she who then called one of her relatives.  And he told me where I should go,16

and he said who was supposed to pick me up and that's how things unfolded.17

I didn't have any contact person in the 43rd BIMA.18

Q.   [12:38:01] You mean by that that the individual who called your wife gave you19

the name of a French officer at the 43rd BIMA who was the person to contact; is that20

correct or not?21

A.   [12:38:16] That is not correct.  That is not what I said.  I said that when I22

contacted my wife, she made a telephone call and she then told me that her cousin or23

brother, the person I talked about, had had somebody come, and then he said or told24

me who the person was who was going to come and pick me up, giving me the make25

ICC-02/11-01/15-T-71-Red2-ENG CT WT 06-09-2016 56/109 MP T



Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-02/11-01/15
WITNESS:  CIV-OTP-P-0330

06.09.2016 Page 57

and colour of the vehicle and the location at which I was going to be picked up.  It1

was not far afield from my home, and that's where I went.  So they got the contacts2

for me and then I went to where I was supposed to.3

Q.   [12:39:14] So that individual who had the -- who had contacts at the 43rd BIMA,4

is that what you're saying to us?5

A.   [12:39:28] Thank you, Counsel. The person who transported me in the vehicle6

stopped at the entrance and did not have any discussion with anybody in the BIMA.7

So I arrived, I waited until a soldier approached me, approached me and he frisked8

me and took off me anything that was ammunition or weapon, of which I was9

relieved, and then he took me inside the camp.10

Q.   [12:40:17] So when you are talking about the gate, you are talking about the gate11

to the camp, the 43rd BIMA; is that correct?12

A.   [12:40:25] Yes.13

Q.   [12:40:26] And then there was a French soldier who came to frisk you; is that14

correct?15

A.   [12:40:31] That is correct.16

Q.   [12:40:31] And then he accompanied you to go and see somebody.  Who?17

A.   [12:40:38] He took me into the barracks of the 43rd BIMA and he sent me to18

a place where I was then able to see one of the people in charge.19

Q.   [12:41:01] And who was that?20

A.   [12:41:05] Well, there was a French general who came to speak to me and who21

told me that I was not going to remain on that base and that the next day I would be22

transferred elsewhere.23

Q.   [12:41:25] Transferred where?24

A.   [12:41:28] He said "elsewhere."25
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Q.   [12:41:32] Very well.  And who was present during that conversation between1

yourself and the French general?2

A.   [12:41:42] I believe that there might have been -- well, I can sort of remember the3

image of the scene.  There was a soldier who was not too far away.  But this soldier4

let us talk about things, just the two of us.5

Q.   [12:42:25] Did the general debrief you?6

A.   [12:42:29] Thank you, Counsel.  That was the term that was used.7

Q.   [12:42:38] And could you please tell the Chamber what a debriefing is in8

military terms.9

A.   [12:42:49] Thank you, Counsel.  The general put a number of questions to me10

with regard first and foremost to my duties.  He wanted to ascertain what kind of11

person I was, whether in fact it was indeed me, or that I was the person that he was12

supposed to meet.  So I answered all his questions and when he was satisfied he then13

gave me the information that I was going to be spending the night there, and that the14

next day I would be transferred elsewhere.  So the debriefing was with a view to15

making sure that he was talking to the right person.16

And then there was also the psychological side to it, as to whether I needed any17

psychological assistance or not, or medical assistance.  And I think that had I needed18

it, I would have received it.19

Q.   [12:44:14] Did the general tell you whether his services were listening to your20

conversations, the conversations between gendarmes?21

A.   [12:44:36] He didn't tell me that.22

Q.   [12:44:41] Very well.23

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:44:44] Maître Altit, it is now 15 minutes left.24

You have overtaken -- the Defence has overtaken the OTP, and we have 15 minutes25
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left.1

MR ALTIT:  [12:45:02] (Interpretation) Mr President, I am aware of the situation.2

And I shall try to keep to the 15 minutes.  I'm going to go a little bit faster with3

regard to certain points and try and stay within the 15-minute confines.4

Q.   [12:45:48] Now, Captain, you spent the night at the 43rd BIMA barracks; is that5

correct?6

A.   [12:45:58] That is correct, Counsel.7

Q.   [12:46:01] You met other Ivorian officers there, did you?8

A.   [12:46:08] No, Counsel.9

Q.   [12:46:12] And the next day, according to your account, you were transferred to10

the hôtel du Golf.  And by whom were you transferred?11

A.   [12:46:25] Thank you, Counsel.  I was transferred by the general and his men.12

Q.   [12:46:32] French?13

A.   [12:46:34] The French general and his men.14

Q.   [12:46:38] And how were you clothed during that transfer?15

A.   [12:46:44] Thank you, Counsel.  As I mentioned during the questioning, I was16

still wearing Ivorian army military attire.  I was in combat gear.  And the general17

requested that his men give me a top, something to wear on top.  A camouflage,18

a French army camouflage top.19

Q.   [12:47:24] Very well.  So you arrived at the hôtel du Golf.  Were you expected?20

Was there a welcoming committee?  Was anybody expecting you?21

A.   [12:47:43] I do not understand.  Is that a question, or?22

Q.   [12:47:48] Were there any people who had been warned of your arrival who23

were waiting for you personally?24

A.   [12:47:56] No, Counsel.25
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Q.   [12:48:08] Very well.  A few days after, and stop me if I am wrong in the dates,1

on 14 March -- and I'm looking to you here to make sure -- there was a ceremony2

presenting the new Ivorian army that took place at the hôtel du Golf; is that correct?3

A.   [12:48:36] That is correct, Counsel.4

Q.   [12:48:38] And did you take part in that?5

A.   [12:48:41] Indeed, I did go into the room and I was told that there was6

a ceremony going on.  So it was whilst I was there that President Alassane came to7

make the announcement.  I was present.8

Q.   [12:49:09] Which announcement was that?9

A.   [12:49:12] What you have just said.10

Q.   [12:49:16] Notably, that there was a new Ivorian army?11

A.   [12:49:20] Yes, indeed.12

Q.   [12:49:23] And for him, President Alassane, you were taking part, you were part13

of it; is that correct?14

A.   [12:49:36] Thank you, Counsel.  I am not in a position to know what the15

president was thinking.  But in my position I thought that I was still a soldier of the16

Ivorian army.17

Q.   [12:50:07] We're not asking you to say what you thought the president was18

thinking, we were asking you in what capacity you were in that room.  And I19

understand that you were introduced to President Ouattara in your capacity as what?20

As a member of the Ivorian army or what?21

MR MACDONALD:  [12:50:30] (Interpretation) I know that we have got 15 minutes,22

but (Speaks English) the witness understands English apparently.  Your Honours,23

I think we have to go back to the testimony on what the witness said as to when he24

was presented to President Ouattara.  I think there may be a confusion as to dates25
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here when we're -- and mixing two events.1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:50:55] I don't know which two events we are2

missing.  But before going to this, I want to say that I was before half wrong, or half3

right, it depends.  I was right in saying you have overtaken the OTP in the length of4

the questioning, but wrong by saying that you have only 15 minutes, because we have5

extended hours and go to 1.30.  That doesn't mean that you should go to 1.30, but6

never mind.7

As to the -- what the OTP, Mr Macdonald is saying, I don't know which things we are8

missing -- mixing.9

MR MACDONALD:  [12:51:43] I am referring, your Honour, to the agenda of the10

witness and the information contained in that agenda.  Now the witness also11

mentioned -- I mean we're asking him why he is there.  Why don't we just ask him12

why he was there, in which capacity, who invited him, and things like that instead13

of -- yes.14

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:52:05] Instead of putting him -- the answer in15

the mouth.16

Please, Mr Altit.17

MR ALTIT:  [12:52:18] (Interpretation) I thank you, Mr President.18

Q.   [12:52:20] So let's attempt to clarify somewhat because indeed there are19

a number of events.  You arrived in the Golf on 4 March; is that correct?20

A.   [12:52:31] That is correct, Counsel.21

Q.   [12:52:32] And the presentation ceremony for the new Ivorian army was on22

which day?23

A.   [12:52:38] Thank you, Counsel.  It was a few days after that.24

Q.   [12:52:46] And your being introduced to President Ouattara, what day was that25
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on?1

A.   [12:52:57] I believe that it was the same day or the next day.2

Q.   [12:53:00] From the ceremony?3

A.   [12:53:03] No, the same day as my arrival or the next day after my arrival.4

Q.   [12:53:08] Very well.  And subsequent to that, if I followed what you were5

saying to us I believe yesterday, you said that you were once again received by6

Alassane Ouattara; is that correct?7

A.   [12:53:22] I do not understand what you mean by "once again" Counsel.  When8

I arrived --9

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:53:31] It means how many times have you10

been received by Alassane Ouattara.  How many times have you spoken in those11

circumstances to him?12

THE WITNESS:  [12:53:50] (Interpretation) I thank, Mr President.  Thank you,13

Counsel.  I no longer recall.  But I did mention it in my diary.  Whatever the case14

may be, I was received on more than one occasion.15

MR ALTIT:  [12:54:21] (Interpretation)16

Q.   Very well.  Even though you were accused of having had people fire upon17

civilians, you were received in the following days by Alassane Ouattara; is that your18

position?19

A.   [12:54:39] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not know whether it was President20

Ouattara who saw me as an accused person before he received me.21

Q.   [12:55:02] Probably not, because if I understood correctly, you a few days after22

that received 500,000 CFA francs from a deputy of Guillaume Soro; is that correct?23

A.   [12:55:23] That is correct.  I did not make mention of that fact.24

Q.   [12:55:27] Please tell us.25
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A.   [12:55:28] I said that I received that money from the hands of somebody who1

was part of protocol.  The question was already put to me and I answered it.  In one2

of Mr Alassane Ouattara's protocol people.3

Q.   [12:55:45] So that means a deputy of Alassane Ouattara?4

A.   [12:55:49] Well, deputy, I don't really know what we need to say.5

Q. [12:55:54] Very well.6

A.   [12:56:01] Okay.7

Q.   [12:56:03] In this hôtel du Golf you arrived on 4 March and until what date did8

you remain there?9

A.   [12:56:14] Thank you, Counsel.  I remained at the hôtel du Golf until, until after10

the arrest of President Laurent Gbagbo.11

Q.   [12:56:47] A long time after that?  That is to say one, two or three months12

afterwards?  Or just after?13

A.   [12:56:53] It was shortly thereafter.14

Q.   [12:56:57] Very well.15

A.   [12:56:58] So those -- two situations presented themselves.  When President16

Laurent Gbagbo was arrested he started to have an influence upon -- many people17

started going to him.18

Q.   [12:57:21] I would like to follow the chronology.  Let's go slowly, it will make19

things easier for everybody.20

MR ALTIT: [12:57:30] Mr President, have I understood that you have been very21

generous in allowing me to go to 1.30?22

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [12:57:38] No, I'm not very generous.  We have23

extended hours so we stop at 1.30, I said.  That doesn't mean that it is not necessary,24

it is not compelling to go to 1.30.  That's what I say.25
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MR ALTIT:  [12:58:03] (Interpretation) I shall attempt to stop beforehand.1

Q.   [12:58:09] So you were at the hôtel du Golf.  Did you see Alassane Ouattara2

often there?  And let me specify that I am not talking about seeing him in a personal3

capacity.  But did you see him often in that hotel?  Whether you were close or far4

from him, did you often see him there?5

A.   [12:58:43] Thank you, Counsel.  I did not often see him there, for the simple6

reason that when I arrived I constantly remained in the room that had been given to7

me.  Apart from the meetings that I mentioned to you.8

Q.   [12:59:05] So you didn't go out of your room?9

A.   [12:59:08] That is correct, Counsel.10

Q.   [12:59:10] And where did you have your meals?11

A.   [12:59:18] There was a catering service.12

Q.   [12:59:24] And were you alone in that room?13

A.   [12:59:35] When I arrived, at the outset I was under some tarpaulin.  And then14

afterwards, when it rained, a request was made because I was not the only person -- a15

request was made for us to be given rooms upstairs in the building.  So I was sharing16

a room with somebody else.17

Q.   [13:00:08] And who was that?18

A.   [13:00:12] A certain Salif.19

Q.   [13:00:22] An Ivorian?20

A. [13:00:23] I believe so, Counsel.21

Q.   [13:00:28] If I understand you correctly, at the beginning of your stay there you22

were not in a room, you were in a tent divided into compartments housing soldiers.23

Did I understand you correctly?24

A.   [13:00:51] Yes.  Thank you, Counsel.  There were no compartments, no25
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sections in the tent.  It was a simple tent and with the rains we were asked to leave1

the tent.2

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [13:01:06] I wonder what this has all to do with3

the trial.  Can you explain to the Chamber what the witness being after in a tent or4

not in a tent has to do with the trial?  It would be helpful.  Thank you.5

MR ALTIT:  [13:01:30] (Interpretation) Your Honour, if you allow me three or four6

more questions I will come back to that.7

Q.   [13:01:41] Captain, who did you share this tent with?8

A.   [13:01:49] Thank you, Counsel.  Most of them were officers, officers of the9

Ivorian army.10

Q.   [13:02:08] Which Ivorian army?11

A.   [13:02:13] Yes, indeed, Counsel.  I did not say the new army, because you12

mentioned a ceremony during which President Ouattara talked about the setting up13

of the new army.  So I'm not referring to -- I'm not referring to that army, otherwise14

I would have said the new army.15

Q.   [13:02:46] So you mean the former army, the regular army?16

A.   [13:02:53] Yes, the regular army.  I prefer that term.  Not the former army,17

because there was not yet a new army.18

Q.   [13:03:03] Very well.  So if I understand you correctly, you were sharing that19

tent with other deserters; is that correct?20

A.   [13:03:12] That is correct, Counsel.21

Q.   [13:03:16] Thank you.  Nevertheless, there were contingents of the new army in22

the Golf hotel; is that correct?23

A.   [13:03:38] Thank you, Counsel.  There were indeed many soldiers.24

Q.   [13:03:51] Can you give us an approximate number?25
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A.   [13:03:56] I am coming to that.  I know that you are pressed by time but I will1

be specific.  There were many soldiers, and let me point out that there were UN2

soldiers.  We also saw them in fatigues and I needed time to be able to make the3

difference.  Then afterwards there were others in military fatigues that seemed to4

belong to another group.  Since we did not approach them, I do not know whether5

they were also members of the Ivorian army or whether they were rebels.6

Q.   [13:04:44] Very well.  You have just given us quite a lot of information there.  Please7

stop me if I am not correct.  You said that you had difficulty distinguishing between the8

UN army and *the soldiers from the new Ivorian army; is that correct?  And if so, why?9

A.   [13:05:11] I did not talk about the new army.  I said that during that period10

there was not yet the new army, so I'm simply talking about the army.11

Q.   [13:05:32] I'm sorry to interrupt you.  You know we don't have much time and I12

know that you want to provide useful information to this Chamber, the Prosecution,13

the Defence, the Chamber, but we do not have your knowledge.  So simply explain14

to us, otherwise we will just be floundering about.15

You said something, "I could not distinguish between the UN contingents at the16

Golf Hotel and the others, whether you call them the new army or the rebels,17

whatever.  Tell us what who were these people that you could not distinguish from18

the UN army.19

A.   [13:06:23] Thank you, Counsel.  I tried to distinguish between them because20

there were many people in combat uniform.  That is apart from ourselves and the21

UN contingent.  I'm saying that there were other people in military fatigues but I do22

not know whether these people were members of the Ivorian army or members of the23

rebel troops.  That is what I said.24

Q.   [13:06:52] Captain, how could you not be aware of any -- of such a thing,25

ICC-02/11-01/15-T-71-Red2-ENG CT WT 06-09-2016 66/109 MP T



Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-02/11-01/15
WITNESS:  CIV-OTP-P-0330

06.09.2016 Page 67

especially as you are a soldier.  You couldn't know whether this was a soldier or1

a rebel?2

A.   [13:07:06] Thank you, Counsel.  It is not as simple as that.  I don't know what3

would have made it possible for me to distinguish between them because we did not4

have any contact.  If we had had contact we would have known, either by the5

language spoken or otherwise, that these were not regular soldiers.6

Q.   [13:07:39] Very well.  What made it difficult to distinguish between the UN7

contingents and these troops who might have been rebels?  Why was it so difficult to8

distinguish between them?9

A.   [13:07:59] Thank you, Counsel.  The difficulty was not between the UN10

contingents and the other troops.  The difficulty was distinguishing between regular11

soldiers who had deserted, like myself, or other troops like you have said, the rebel12

troops.  That was the distinction that I wanted to make.  Otherwise, the UN troops,13

we could see them and we recognised them.  I was used to recognising them.14

Q.   [13:08:42] Very well.  And from which countries were they, the UN contingents15

at the Golf Hotel?16

A.   [13:08:52] Thank you, Counsel.  There was a Senegalese contingent, a Togolese17

contingent and a Bangladeshi contingent.18

Q.   [13:09:06] Is that all?19

A.   [13:09:07] That is what we saw there.20

Q.   [13:09:13] During your stay at the Golf, were you integrated into the troops loyal21

to Alassane Ouattara?  Did you receive a new position or rank or any new22

responsibility?23

A.   [13:09:35] Thank you, Counsel.  I already gave a partial answer to that question,24

if you can refer to that as a responsibility.  I had started explaining the reason why.25
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I was at the Golf, and subsequently, that is after the arrest of President Laurent1

Gbagbo, several gendarmes and myself were asked to go and provide security for the2

political prisoners.  That is, if you can call that a responsibility.3

Q. [13:10:23] You say that you saw Alassane Ouattara again.  Was he living at the4

hôtel du Golf?5

A.   [13:10:32] Thank you, Counsel.  Every time I met with him it was at the6

Golf Hotel.7

Q.   [13:10:42] Did you see French soldiers there?8

A.   [13:10:47] Thank you, Counsel.  On the first day when I arrived there were two9

officers who were introduced, that is, two officers of the French army and who were10

not far away from where we were, because the hotel is near the lagoon.11

Q.   [13:11:24] And were those two officers based at the Golf Hotel, as far as you12

know?13

A.   [13:11:33] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not know, because as I have already said, I14

did not leave my room.15

Q.   [13:11:51] But when you were in the tent you could see everything happening16

around you?17

A.   [13:12:01] Thank you, Counsel.  The tent was separated because it was a tent18

that had been formally used by the UN soldiers, so it was located far away from the19

other parts of the hotel, so it was not possible to see what was happening there.20

Q.   [13:12:26] And when you met with Alassane Ouattara, was he accompanied by21

French advisers, as far as you know?22

A.   [13:12:36] Thank you, Counsel.  I never saw him in the company of any French23

advisers.24

Q.   [13:12:48] Now, the non-UN troops that you have talked to us about, and25
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irrespective of the differences amongst them, did they have any heavy equipment as1

far as you know?2

A.   [13:13:19] Thank you, Counsel.  I did not observe any heavy weaponry or3

equipment in their possession.  But I cannot rule out the possibility that there was4

heavy equipment there for the simple reason that the hotel was occupied by many5

civilians.  There were also the supporters of President Bédié, as well as Mr Bédié6

himself, so there were many civilians.  And the weapons did not circulate around7

too much.  And even the UN troops did not frequently carry weapons.8

Q.   [13:14:20] Very well.  And do you know how supplies were brought to the Golf9

Hotel?10

A.   [13:14:28] Thank you, Counsel.  I did not know.  It is only certain images that11

were shown that I saw and commented by certain friends.  There was a blockade12

around the hotel and the forces of law and order, the soldiers had set up a blockade.13

And at one time they had stopped a supply vehicle, and it was then that the14

population was able to see how the hotel was resupplied.  But I do not know15

whether this was the only means of resupplying the hotel.16

Q.   [13:15:34] You had a catering service; is that correct?17

A.   [13:15:39] Yes.18

Q.   [13:15:40] You said that there were two French soldiers who welcomed you19

when you arrived.  What were their names?20

(The witness confers with Mr von Bóné)21

MR VON BÓNÉ:  [13:16:30] (Interpretation) Your Honour, the witness would like us22

to go to private session.23

MR ALTIT:  [13:16:36] (Interpretation) Your Honour, so as not to lose time, I propose24

that we continue in public session and I will ask the question last, just to end.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [13:16:53] In two minutes time, yes.1

MR ALTIT:  [13:16:58] (Interpretation) About that.2

Q.   [13:17:03] Captain, did you see soldiers based at the Golf Hotel go out on3

a mission or an operation while you were there?4

A.   [13:17:22] Thank you, Counsel.  I cannot be certain, but I believe I saw that on5

two occasions.  The first occasion involved an attack that had been carried out6

against the Golf Hotel from the direction of the lagoon.  When I heard gunfire, I7

came out to the balcony.  I couldn't see the entire scene, so I came down.  I saw8

troops take up weapons and go out to take up positions alongside the UN9

contingents.10

On the second occasion, it was when President Laurent Gbagbo was brought to11

the Golf Hotel.  I did not see them go, but I saw them come back because there was12

a lot of shouting.13

Q.   [13:18:44] Very well.  President Gbagbo was not the only one brought to14

the Golf Hotel, many people were also brought; is that correct.15

A.   [13:18:59] Yes.16

Q.   [13:19:00] Were they the victims of bad treatment at the Golf Hotel, were they17

treated badly there?18

A.   [13:19:08] Thank you, Counsel.  I am not in a position to give you details about19

that.  I saw the president himself, his wife and his son, who had an injury and some20

blood on his head.  I do not know whether that happened during his arrest in town21

or when he arrived at the hotel.  I do not know.22

Q.   [13:19:38] Very well.  Now, a different question.  You said that Colonel23

Doumbia Lassina, who was the commander of the Camp Commando at that time,24

became a general and is now the commander of the special forces.  Can you tell us25
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what are the special forces?1

A.   [13:20:13] Thank you, Counsel.  This is a group of soldiers of the ground forces.2

These are people who were selected to undergo a special and rigorous training3

outside of Côte d'Ivoire.  There was mention of Morocco, Israel and so on.  This4

group does not contain gendarmes, so it is difficult to have information about them.5

And what is also certain is that they are not based in Abidjan.  That is another6

difficulty.7

Q.   [13:21:04] Very well.  Now I have two questions for you.  First, you said at the8

very beginning of your testimony, and I will quote you, edited French transcript of9

31 August, page 30, line 1 onwards, and this is what you said, and I'm quoting:10

"When I was approached by the OTP team, I asked the question to them whether I11

could refuse to testify, whether I could remain silent.  And they told me that12

considering that I could be an important witness, I would be compelled, I would be13

compelled by the Court, and so I cooperated with them."14

My question is as follows:  If I understand correctly, you would have preferred not15

to testify; is that correct?16

A.   [13:23:02] Thank you, Counsel.  Yes, indeed, I would have preferred not to17

testify.18

Q.   [13:23:14] And now with the leave of the Presiding Judge, we can go to private19

session so that I can ask you the question about the identity of the two people we20

were talking about.21

With your leave, your Honour.22

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [13:23:36] Yes, let's go into private session.23

(Private session at 1.23 p.m.)24

(Redacted)25
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

Page redacted – Private session14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Recess taken at 1.28 p.m.)16

(Upon resuming in open session at 3.08 p.m.)17

THE COURT USHER:  [15:08:00] All rise.18

Please be seated.19

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:08:22] Good afternoon, Mr Witness.  Good20

afternoon to everybody.21

It is now, and I talk to you, Mr Witness, it is now the turn of Mr Blé Goudé, whom I22

give you -- whom I give immediately the floor.23

Mr Knoops.24

MR KNOOPS:  [15:08:46] Mr President, good afternoon.  The examination will be25
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led by Mr N'Dry on behalf of the Defence team of Mr Blé Goudé.1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:09:13] Mr N'Dry.2

QUESTIONED BY MR N'DRY:3

MR N'DRY:  [15:09:36] (Interpretation)  Good afternoon, Mr Witness.4

A.   [15:09:40] Good afternoon, Counsel.5

Q.   [15:09:46] I am Maître N'Dry Claver Kouadio, lawyer at the Côte d'Ivoire bar.  I6

am not going to come back to certain issues that have already been spoken to by the7

other parties.  I would simply want to talk to you now about the armed groups in8

Abobo.  The expression mogabo, which is from one of our national languages,9

mogabo, does that expression ring a bell when it comes to describing certain armed10

groups?11

A.   [15:11:02] Thank you, Counsel.  I have never heard this word, even though I12

know what it means.  But I've never heard it being mentioned.13

Q.   [15:11:21] What does it mean?  Before continuing --14

MR MACDONALD:  [15:11:28] For the record, your Honours, I understand that15

sometimes we can use a third language to question the witness, but when we don't16

have a translation simultaneously, the parties need to know what we're talking about.17

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:11:53] Please go ahead and try to explain also18

to us what that means, yourself or through the witness.19

MR N'DRY: [15:12:11] (Interpretation) Mr President, I'm going to continue of course,20

but I simply do not understand the comments of the Prosecutor.  I put a question to21

the witness, and I asked him that -- this question comes from a local language, and22

whether he knows whether it describes a group.  He simply answered that he had23

never heard that.  The witness answered.  So I do not understand why24

Mr MacDonald shot to his feet.  I have just begun my questioning, and I have to25
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ask --1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:12:57] Yes, but without going into polemics,2

the only thing is that we would like to know also, but I am confident that you would3

have in the further questioning come to this, also want to know what mogabo means,4

that's all.  So please go ahead.5

MR N'DRY:  [15:13:21] (Interpretation) Your Honour, I intend to save time.6

Q.   [15:13:29] Mr Witness, it is true that you have heard about Commando Invisible.7

According to you you heard about the Invisible Commando only at the Golf Hotel,8

that is, the expression Commando Invisible; is that correct?9

A.   [15:13:58] Thank you, Counsel.  Yes, indeed, I said that I heard that expression.10

Q.   [15:14:13] But the fact to which this expression referred was well known to you11

before you went to the Golf Hotel; isn't that correct?12

A.   [15:14:32] Thank you, Counsel.  I have already answered that question, but I13

will repeat myself.  I said that the groups that attacked us had no names, there were14

no known leaders or commanders of those groups.  There were two main leaders15

whose names were frequently mentioned, only those two.  And later on I heard this16

expression later.17

And since you're talking about facts, the attacks were carried out, but we never knew18

which specific group carried out those attacks, because there were no names.19

Q.   [15:15:26] We do agree.  Now, in Abidjan commune, if I put it to you that20

Abobo was the base of those armed groups 2010-2011, is that, would that correspond21

to reality?22

A.   [15:16:04] Thank you, Counsel.  I think so, because many documents have been23

presented here.  And in light of the document which was produced by a police24

general, I believe that there was a lot to indicate that Abobo was the bastion of those25
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armed groups.  And subsequently it also emerged that there was no command posts1

set up in any of the other communes of Abidjan.  So I suppose that based on the2

intelligence that the leaders had on rebel movements, that was the reason why the3

command post was created.  I believe that is an answer to your question.4

Q.   [15:17:15] Very well.  Now, as the crisis continued, and I'm talking to you as5

the person who was in charge of Camp Commando in Abobo, and you were also6

responsible for a CECOS area.  So we are not relying only on documents here for7

information.  You are a member or you were a member of the mobile gendarmerie.8

Now, in that capacity, can you tell us whether, apart from the Abobo commune, these9

groups started establishing themselves in other communes such as Treichville,10

Koumassi and Adjamé?11

A.   [15:18:34] Thank you, Counsel.  Obviously my previous answer was not very12

clear, but I said that the intelligence, in fact, the document that was presented and the13

decisions taken by the leaders indicate clearly their concerns.  There were no14

command posts set up elsewhere.  This means that the area of concern was the15

Abobo commune.16

Q.   [15:19:23] Are we to understand that the post-election crisis was limited to the17

Abobo commune, because it appears to me that you are limiting the level of insecurity18

to the establishment of a command post, if I understood you correctly?19

A.   [15:20:02] Thank you, Counsel.  It is simply a way of seeing things elsewhere in20

the other communes.  The authorities felt that the situation was not as serious as it21

was in Abobo.  I am not saying that the entire post-election crisis was limited to22

Abobo, but the forces of law and order were indeed attacked in Abobo.  I did not23

hear about the forces of law and order being attacked in Yopougon, Treichville, and24

the other areas that you have mentioned.25
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So I believe that the leaders set up this command post to be able to repress the1

insecurity that was progressing there.2

Q.   [15:21:28] Very well.  Now, this Invisible Commando, and I'm talking about the3

effects, the impact of the Invisible Commando on Abidjan, was that perceptible, that4

is, when it came to the reactions of the people, their state of mind?5

A.   [15:22:08] Thank you, Counsel.  Am I to answer in my capacity as a unit6

commander whose troops were attacked or as someone who received information7

later?8

Q.   [15:22:23] The two.9

A.   [15:22:29] Thank you, Counsel.  We have two scenarios here.  To begin with,10

while I was still a unit commander and the command post was created after the11

elections, I would say that there were no names, so one could not talk about the12

Commando Invisible.  Maybe they themselves referred to themselves using that13

name.  But the authorities did not talk about the Commando Invisible.  Otherwise14

the documents would have shown that.  The fact is that our troops were attacked.15

That is clear.  But there was no specific group named, and there was no specific16

warlord mentioned.  However, all the accounts that were received later showed that,17

yes, there was indeed an effect on the people, people's states of mind in Abidjan.18

Q.   [15:23:53] You have described the methods of the commando, if they saw the19

forces of law and order in uniform, they would shoot at them.  Now, if I put it to you20

here that the uniformed soldiers no longer wore their professional uniforms for the21

simple reason that they wanted to be cautious and prudent given what the22

commando was doing, would you agree with me --23

MR MACDONALD:  [15:24:48]  I'll object, your Honour, to the formulation of the24

question.  I think the question cannot be asked that way, respectfully submitted, but25
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it can be asked in a way:  Were you aware of men --1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:25:05] Don't, don't tell the question.2

Can you please reformulate in a more direct way the question.  Thank you.3

MR N'DRY:  [15:25:28] (Interpretation)4

Q.   [15:25:33] Which precautions did the members of the forces of law and order5

take regarding what they wore in relation to the practices of those groups?6

A.   [15:25:53] Thank you, Counsel.  I would like to say that I regret you are7

focusing on a certain Commando Invisible.  But I have told you that I became aware8

of this name and the activities only subsequently.9

Q.   [15:26:23] Let us set aside the word Commando Invisible, if that is what is10

disturbing you.  Let us talk about the armed groups?11

A.   [15:26:32] Thank you, Counsel.  That is what I prefer, because we were attacked12

by various nameless groups.  And in answer to your question, before leaving my13

barracks, I did not have the opportunity to see my men in civilian clothing, that is14

they were never dressed in clothing other than military uniforms, and this also15

applies to those who visited my barracks.16

Q.   [15:27:25] Mr Witness, you told us about a search which took place with your17

colleagues who had come from elsewhere.  Do you remember that?18

A.   [15:27:41] That is correct, Counsel.19

Q.   [15:27:47] Was that search fruitful?  Did it produce anything?20

A.   [15:27:59] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not know whether it is mentioned in my21

statement, but during that search on the first day we found several knives, unusual22

types of knives that looked like machetes, and there was a pistol under a mattress.23

And I was the one who insisted that a certain location should be searched.  And24

when that place was searched, that pistol was discovered.25
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Q.   [15:28:49] Very well.  There was a ceremony on Friday, 4 February 2011, that is,1

the head of state paid tribute to 32 members of the FDS who had been killed at the2

general staff headquarters.  Do you remember that?3

A.   [15:29:27] Thank you, Counsel.  I do not recall.  I do not recall.4

Q.   [15:29:49] You do not remember a tribute paid to 32 members of the FDS who5

had been killed, Mr Witness?  You do not remember that?6

A. [15:30:04] Thank you, Counsel.  It is a matter of my memory.  I'm not saying7

whether this happened or not.  It is possible that I did not receive a message to that8

effect.  The authorities might have decided that our presence was not necessary.9

Q.   [15:30:34] But my question is not about a document.  It is about an event.  So it10

was on 4 February 2011.  And if we consider this matter carefully, it was only as of 311

March that you found yourself at the Golf Hotel.  So there was a ceremony paying12

tribute to the 32 FDS members.  And you're not aware of that, you're not informed?13

A.   [15:31:18] Thank you, Counsel.  Allow me to reiterate.  I don't want to offend14

you, but I simply don't remember.  I don't remember.  I didn't deny the possibility15

that such a ceremony was held.16

Q.   [15:31:39] Very well.  We'll leave it at that.17

Now, Witness, on 6 December 2013, the march upon the RTI, 16 December18

2010 -- correction -- were you informed of the FDS members who were injured or19

killed during that march who were the victims of shootings, various forms of firearms20

being shot?21

A.   [15:32:30] Are you speaking about Abobo or are you speaking in more general22

terms?23

Q.   [15:32:37] I'm speaking generally.  I'm putting the question to you quite24

deliberately in light of the fact that you were in charge of Camp Commando in Abobo,25
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and at that time as well you were in charge of the CECOS.1

A.   [15:32:59] Thank you, Counsel.  Indeed, I did learn that several soldiers had2

been killed.3

Q.   [15:33:20] Very well.4

Your Honour, I would like to have a video played now, some video footage, number5

17 on the list, CIV-D25-0013-0016.6

And the transcript number for the interpreters, CIV-D25-0013-0025, transcript -- well,7

the reference number is for the transcript of the video footage in question.  This is a8

public document.9

THE COURT OFFICER:  [15:34:48] The video will be displayed on the evidence 210

channel.11

(Viewing of the video excerpt)12

THE INTERPRETER:  [15:35:17] (Interpretation) The crowd is shouting out "Liberate,13

liberate."14

Reporter: This footage was taken with a mobile phone during a March upon Abobo.15

It was said that this was a peaceful march organised by supporters of the Ouattara16

camp.  The demonstrator wearing a red T-shirt has a RPG, a weapon that is17

acknowledged to be a piece of heavy weaponry.  Other demonstrators are holding18

Kalashnikov-type weapons.  One of them has a blue bag on his back containing19

ammunition.  And the other demonstrators are chanting 'free, free him, free him'."20

MR MACDONALD:  [15:36:18] Your Honours, the Prosecution would like to know21

the metadata for this video in detail so that it be on the record, because -- and who22

added these circles and everything, because there is a different version of that same23

video.24

(Viewing of the video excerpt)25
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MR MACDONALD:  [15:36:40] So the date it was filmed and so on, where it was1

projected, where does it come from?2

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:36:46] Maybe it was something which would3

have come up now.  But of course, can we have the source of this footage and all the4

details?5

MR N'DRY:  [15:37:25] (Interpretation) If we could please go into private session and6

then I can give you further information.7

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:37:30] Can we go into private session, please.8

(Private session at 3.37 p.m.)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Open session at 3.41 p.m.)24

THE COURT OFFICER:  [15:41:46] We are back in open session, Mr President.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:41:57] Maître N'Dry.1

MR N'DRY:  [15:42:00] (Interpretation)2

Q.   [15:42:00] Witness, you saw the video footage.  Now, the weapon that was held3

by one of the demonstrators -- well, let me put it differently.  You saw a number of4

weapons, didn't you?5

A.   [15:42:22] Yes, I did, Counsel.6

Q.   [15:42:27] Could you tell us what these weapons were?  Now, it's true that the7

voice over mentioned some weapons, some names, but we would rather hear from an8

expert such as yourself?9

A.   [15:42:42] Thank you, Counsel.  What was said in the voice over was correct.10

There was a rocket launcher.  It had the shape of a tube, and it was being carried on11

the shoulder of one of the demonstrators.  And then I saw several weapons.  There12

was, other than the Kalashnikov mentioned, I saw other weapons --13

THE INTERPRETER:  Inaudible.14

MR N'DRY:15

Q.   [15:43:22] And I think you heard the people chanting "Liberate, liberate"?16

A.   [15:43:27] Yes, that is correct, Counsel.17

Q.   [15:43:29] Very well.  We'll now play another piece of video footage,18

CIV-D25-0013-0018.  And this is a public document.  The transcript for the19

interpreters bears the following number:  CIV-D25-0013-0023.  This is video footage20

taken from RTI.  The news report, the news from Côte d'Ivoire television.21

(Viewing of the video excerpt)22

THE INTERPRETER:  [15:44:50]  Sight translation: (Interpretation) "Reporter:23

Friday 17 December, 10.30 madam minister of health and the fight against AIDS,24

Dr Christine Nebout Adjobi and Dosso Rodel, secretary of state responsible for25
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victims of war arrive at the military hospital in Abidjan to comfort the victims of the1

previous day's fighting.  Amongst the six injured who were evacuated to Lachma,2

there were two soldiers from the Côte d'Ivoire FDS and four demonstrators.  One of3

the victims of the -- from the FDS was working close to the Golf Hotel, and he says4

that contrary to what was said by the RDR officials, the demonstrators did have5

firearms and bladed weapons with them.6

Corporal Bohui: Bon we were there.  We clash right in the middle of the city.  I7

lost two of my colleagues, two of my best friends.  They were shot down in cold8

blood.  So -- inaudible -- the Kalashnikovs.  We don't work with Kalashnikovs.9

You -- correction -- you don't go on a march with Kalashnikovs.  You come and take10

part in a peaceful march -- inaudible.  That's an easy thing.  And people listen to11

you.  But you come and march with rocket-propelled grenades and you have12

Kalashnikovs, what is that all about?13

Reporter:  Given the situation, the two ministers comforted, provided comfort on14

behalf of President Laurent Gbagbo and the entire government.  They comforted all15

these injured people before calling out from their hearts to the RDR.16

Christine Nebout Adjobi:  Today everything that has been hidden is being revealed.17

When we see all of these brothers I say, all of these brothers who have come together18

and who took refuge at the Golf and who are still fighting once again the republic, I19

would like to ask these brothers on the other side to put down the earth, to consider20

the interest of the people of Côte d'Ivoire, to consider the interest of the Republic of21

Côte d'Ivoire, the interest of our children, because we are fighting for them, for the22

sovereignty of this country and to ensure the development of our country.23

Côte d'Ivoire no longer needs any bloodshed on its land."24

MR MACDONALD:  [15:48:11] I'm noting the signed chain of custody are the same25
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individuals mentioned and I have a question, your Honour, we're indicating circles.1

We need to know what those are.  I understand one was a blessure to -- an injury to2

the shoulder.  But the house with a circle next to it?  And then these are going on3

the record unexplained.4

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:48:33] I don't know, but maybe it will be5

explained in the course of the questioning now.6

Maître N'Dry.7

MR N'DRY:  [15:48:48] (Interpretation)8

Q.   [15:48:50] Mr Witness, you saw the footage with us.  Now, considering your9

knowledge of the conditions in the field, the description given by the FDS officer that10

you heard, he made mention of people going on a march with rocket launchers and11

a Kalashnikov.  In relation to the information you had and as the person in charge of12

the camp, Camp Commando in Abobo and the CECOS, were these remarks in13

accordance or did they match the video that we've seen?14

A.   [15:49:39] Thank you, Counsel.  I think that yes, it was in accordance with what15

we saw on the video, because as I said, we learned that some FDS members had been16

killed, killed by way of weapons.  And the first video showed the weapons and we17

saw -- and there was also mention made of the clash in front of the Golf Hotel that18

day.19

Q.   [15:50:26] We're talking about 16 December 2010, the day of the march upon the20

RTI?  We're talking about the same day?21

A.   [15:50:36] Thank you, Counsel.  I'm afraid I have problems with dates.  You22

see, when you have to answer question after question after question, you are in the23

middle of one thing, you backtrack, you go forward.  So it's difficult to take -- to24

keep track of the dates.  But I'm certainly willing to help.  I know that there were25
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clashes, but I can't give you the exact date.  There were clashes.  Once, when I was1

still at Camp Commando, yes, there were clashes between the FDS members and the2

troops inside the Golf Hotel.3

Q.   [15:51:34] Let us set aside the issue of the date.  But it was the day on which the4

people marched upon the RTI, wasn't it?  It was the day of the march upon the RTI?5

Let us set aside the dates.  But it was that day, the day on which there was the march6

upon the RTI?7

A.   [15:51:59] I think so.8

Q.   [15:52:02] Very well.  So on that day, just to summarise, the information that9

came to you included the fact that there were armed men amongst the10

demonstrators?11

A. [15:52:26] Yes.12

Q.   [15:52:27] Very well.  I would like us to now, to turn to the incident that13

occurred on 3 March 2011 in Abobo.14

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:52:43] Mr N'Dry, just on these two circles in15

the footage we saw, could you just tell us how they got on this footage?  Who16

prepared this footage and what they were about?  What should they indicate?17

MR N'DRY:  [15:53:08] (Interpretation) I don't know whether the translation was18

correct or not, but when we speak of two bags that were found -- two circles, circles?19

You're speaking about circles?20

I mentioned the name of the computer person and these are existing videos already in21

the system.  And to facilitate viewing of the video footage by members of the Bench22

during the briefing session with the technical people, I asked for these circles to be23

added so that you, your attention would be drawn towards these circles just to bring24

out the objects that were of interest to us and to show that amongst the demonstrators25
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there were armed men.  So the circles, you see, are of the -- circling the weapons.1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:54:30] Okay.  Thank you.2

MR MACDONALD:  [15:54:31] That's for the first video.  But the second video, the3

circles are not on weapons.  So that's -- what are they representing, the second video?4

They're representing an injury.  We got that.  I'm asking about the house with the5

circle next to it.6

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:54:47] I think there was, yes, a house with the7

tree in front and the circle on it.  What was that pointing out?8

MR N'DRY:  [15:55:02] (Interpretation)  Well, a man was posted there, positioned9

there, but in any event, your Honour, we have this video footage and we have the10

witness here, and we wanted to put questions to him.  And they were very clear,11

they really weren't about that particular purpose -- person, the person who was12

circled.13

We don't want to play countless videos, but other witnesses will be called and they14

will tell us more.  But we don't want to present multiple videos about the same15

event.16

MR MACDONALD:  [15:55:42] So if these are existing videos that are in the system, I17

would recommend then that until the Defence calls witnesses, that they use with18

Prosecution witnesses the original videos.  If it's not intended to be shown -- because19

then it can influence the witness.  We're not drawing the attention of the Chamber.20

I understand that.  But if we start doing that, I know what's going to happen.  And21

that's exactly what the Defence is doing right now, Your Honor, which I find is22

inappropriate.23

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [15:56:25] I don't think anything happened in this24

particular case.25
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So please now go ahead.  Thank you.1

MR N'DRY:  [15:56:43] (Interpretation)2

Q.   [15:57:00] Witness, now on 3 March 2011 in Abobo, let's discuss this incident but3

very quickly, just to summarise, you did not see the convoy of vehicles and people4

shooting from that convoy.  Do we agree on that point?  I'm talking about you5

yourself personally.6

A.   [15:57:28] Thank you, Counsel.  That is what I said and I stand by what I said.7

Q.   [15:57:36] Do you remember a statement made by the FDS regarding the8

women's march, about this incident?9

A.   [15:58:08] Thank you, Counsel.  I don't know.  Could you refresh my memory.10

Q.   [15:58:21] Now, did someone from the FDS, the security and Defence forces, did11

someone from the FDS make a statement about the incident, to your knowledge?12

A.   [15:58:30] Thank you, Counsel.  I really couldn't tell you, for the simple reason13

that *we were cut off from everything that was on the television, on the radio.14

Q.   [15:58:54] Let us return to Camp Commando in Abobo, if you will.  Now, for a15

layman like myself, someone who doesn't know a lot about safety and security, you16

said that there were police stations in the various districts, and that was when Mr17

Altit was putting questions to you.  There were several you said.  And then there18

was the gendarmerie brigade.  And then there was Camp Commando.  In terms of19

the security arrangements and the extent of these arrangements, if I were to say that20

Camp Commando was the most important security measure or the most major one,21

would that be correct, if a layman like me said that?22

A.   [15:59:56] Thank you, Counsel.  I think that that wouldn't be incorrect.23

Q.   [16:00:08] And the leader of this elite group, this elite unit, that would be you;24

you were the person in charge of it?25
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A.   [16:00:22] That is correct, Counsel.1

Q.   [16:00:27] Since 2009?2

A.   [16:00:31] Correct.3

Q.   [16:00:35] The authorities who appointed you, and this is a simple question but4

of great importance given the answers that you have given us here, your commanders5

know your name very well, and they know that you come from the north of Côte6

d'Ivoire; is that correct?7

A.   [16:01:06] Yes.8

Q.   [16:01:10] You have stated here that the Abobo commune was the place of9

residence of a large community favourable to Mr Ouattara.  Do you remember10

saying that?11

A.   [16:01:40] Thank you, Counsel.  I don't think I used those words, "favourable to12

Mr Ouattara"?13

Q.   [16:01:49] Tell us what you said.14

A.   [16:01:50] When I was questioned about the proportion of the population, I said15

that there was a large northern community, and also a large community of people16

from beyond the borders of Côte d'Ivoire.  I was asked to mention the countries, and17

I mentioned Niger, Burkina, Mali.  So I did not make that link between the18

population and President Alassane.19

Q.   [16:02:29] Very well.  On the day that you were appointed commander of20

Camp Commando, how did you perceive that?  Was it a mark of trust or just a21

professional promotion?22

A.   [16:02:55] Thank you, Counsel.  I think both, both of them could be applicable.23

Promotion, because in accordance to the practices of my leader General Kassaraté,24

who was the commander of the gendarmerie, he used to appoint a deputy when the25
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incumbent was appointed to other duties.  And this happened all the time.  So it1

was not only in my case.2

Now, talking about a mark of trust, I believe that I was at the front, and I think that3

was an illustration of what I could do at a period when some who were supposed to4

defend the country had fled the front and some of us continued to defend the5

institutions of the republic.  And the gendarmes were particularly favoured.  And6

I'm not discriminating against the others, but you will realise in the history of the7

gendarmerie of our country that the gendarmes have always insisted on this mission,8

that is, the Defence of the institutions of the republic.  And that is what we did until9

the ceasefire was agreed upon.  And that is because we believed that there was a10

president who had been democratically elected and a coup d'état was not acceptable.11

Q.   [16:05:23] Your commanders know your name very well.  They know that you12

hail from the north of Côte d'Ivoire, and they accepted to appoint you to the largest13

security structure in Abobo?14

A.   [16:05:50] Yes.  As I have already said, my commanders knew because the15

documents are there which include all this information.16

Q.   [16:06:05] What is your position today, what is your occupation today?17

A.   [16:06:12] Thank you, Counsel.  Perhaps I should have provided that18

information, but I will seize this opportunity to clarify certain things to the Court.19

I can see that you are asking me certain questions.  But since 2009 right up till today,20

you will realise that my rank has not changed.  It is important to point that out.  If I21

had joined any type of group for some reason or the other, today, like the others, I22

would have been promoted.  Some people were promoted from major to general in23

five years, others from captain to colonel in five years, and I'm still a captain.24

And so in order to answer questions that you may ask me later, I wanted to make that25
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clarification to you and to the Chamber.1

Now, currently I would say that after the crisis I was appointed commander of the2

armoured vehicle unit.  I spent a few years, and after that I went to training.  So3

right now I'm in charge of organising professional examinations for the entire lagoon4

area for the gendarmes.5

Q.   [16:08:22] You have told us that with the current regime there are people who6

were promoted from which rank to which rank?7

A.   [16:08:39] In 2011 some of them were captains, now they are lieutenant colonels,8

and this is not in compliance with the normal practice.  But the fact remains that the9

president has discretionary powers, and so he can give any rank to whomever he10

wishes whenever he wishes, according to his own assessment.  This was also the11

case for President Gbagbo, who rewarded certain people in accordance to what he12

had learned about them.13

So these are normal practices.  But I just simply wanted to point out my situation to14

you in light of the questions you are putting to me.15

Q.   [16:09:38] Very well.  So under the leadership of President Laurent Gbagbo in16

comparison, in fact, I can say that you were promoted professionally when he was17

president; is that correct?18

A.   [16:10:04] Thank you, Counsel.  When Mr Laurent Gbagbo was president, I was19

indeed promoted through several ranks, but in accordance with the normal practices.20

Q.   [16:10:22] Very well.  So if I understand you correctly, you are in the21

departmental gendarme service?22

A.   [16:10:35] I am still a member of the mobile gendarmerie, but we still have to23

retrain our men.  We organise internal examinations to promote them to senior ranks,24

and I'm the one organising those examinations.25
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Q.   [16:10:52] Very well.  I would like to come back to one point, because I really1

want to make an effort to conclude in time, and I believe that is possible.2

We are trying to understand things, Mr Witness.  The last time you talked about3

periods of disturbances, that during periods of disturbances offices are closed.  You4

said that in periods of disturbances, the departmental gendarmerie services come to5

reinforce the forces on the ground; is that correct?6

A.   [16:12:02] Thank you, counsel.  Indeed, these are two complementary entities.7

You have intelligence that complements action.  So in periods of disturbances, the8

departmental gendarmes would join the mobile gendarmerie services.  But that was9

not the case in Abobo, and that was the decision of the leader.10

Q.   [16:12:41] Just to understand, would that mean that in periods of disturbances, a11

member of the water and forest services or a member of the marine be redeployed to12

support the defence and security forces?13

A.   [16:13:07] Yes, indeed, Counsel.  Such situations have already happened.14

When the coup d'état took place, there were marines who were deployed at the front.15

Q.   [16:13:32] When I say that in periods of disturbances specialized units can have16

their responsibilities broadened, they could be redeployed elsewhere, is that correct?17

A.   [16:13:50] Yes, counsel.18

MR N'DRY:  [16:14:03] (Interpretation) Mr President, I would like to address myself19

to your Chamber.  There is a point that I would like to elaborate on regarding the20

installation --21

THE INTERPRETER:  [16:14:36] If Maître N'Dry could kindly repeat.22

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:14:39] If you could kindly repeat.23

MR N'DRY:  [16:14:41] (Interpretation) Yes.  I wanted to talk about, because the24

witness talked about the installation of 120 millimetre mortars, cannons, the25
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mounting of those cannons, and I wanted to speak to that in the absence of the1

witness to begin with.2

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:15:18] Can we -- I would ask the court usher3

to bring the witness out for a few minutes.4

And you want to speak to this in open session?5

(The witness stands down)6

MR N'DRY:  [16:15:47] (Interpretation)  In private session, please.7

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:15:57] Okay.  So we go for a few minutes in8

private session.  Thank you.9

(Private session at 4.16 p.m.)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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Page redacted – Private session.13
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Open session at 4.22 p.m.)13

THE COURT OFFICER:  [16:22:34] We are back in open session, Mr President.14

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:22:41] Thank you very much.15

Maître N'Dry.16

MR N'DRY:  [16:22:45] (Interpretation)  Thank you, Mr President.17

Q.   [16:22:57] Mr Witness, I would like us to come back to another point, the visit of18

(Redacted), the visit that he paid to you.  You have said that you did not19

know (Redacted) prior to that visit; is that correct?20

A.   [16:23:28] Thank you, Counsel.  I so do confirm.21

Q.   [16:23:34] Now, I would like to understand, during your statements, in your22

statement CIV-OTP-0049-2760, page 2762 --23

MR MACDONALD:  [16:24:04]  (Interpretation)  I'm sorry to interrupt.  I would24

like to call for a private session.  And you will understand immediately.  This is not25
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to interrupt you, but I want to go to private session, please.1

(Speaks English) With your permission, your Honour, it relates to the order that you2

signed this morning -- or at the 1.30 p.m. break.  So this is why I would like to go3

back into private session.4

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:24:35] Let's go in private session briefly.5

(Private session at 4.24 p.m.)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Open session at 4.29 p.m.)22

THE COURT OFFICER:  [16:29:59] We are back in open session, Mr President.23

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:30:04] Maître N'Dry.24

MR N'DRY:  [16:30:07] (Interpretation)25
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Q.   [16:30:18] Witness, when you spoke to the investigators from the OTP and they1

made mention of your acquaintance, this person, did you -- do you remember the2

answer you gave the investigators?3

A.   [16:30:41] Thank you, Counsel.  I don't know whether there was a reply, but I4

would prefer for the counsel to refresh my memory, if he could.5

MR N'DRY:  [16:31:20] (Interpretation) Your Honour, I believe this is what we have6

done -- what we are going to do.  Reference CIV-OTP-0049-2760, page 2766.7

Q.   You said this, Witness, lines 177, 178:  "Now, well, so when we would come8

across certain brothers who wanted to fight President Gbagbo, we didn't really take9

much of account of that."10

I repeat:  "Thus, when we would come across certain brothers who wanted to fight11

President Gbagbo, we really wouldn't take that into account so much or attach a lot of12

importance to it."13

That was your answer at the time.  Do you remember saying that?14

A.   [16:32:57] Thank you, Counsel.  I can respond.15

Q.   [16:33:11] Go ahead.16

A.   [16:33:12] Thank you, Counsel.  What you have just read out, well, you see, I17

found myself in a particular situation.  I was hesitating, I was hesitating and I was18

not so sure about the person who was opposite me.  And I say so before this Court, I19

was not so sure about this person.20

And I was talking about the usual sort of thing, when I said when I would run into a21

person or come across a person because, you see, there was this tendency within the22

FDS ranks, you see, people were defecting constantly, people were constantly23

defecting from the FDS.  So there was a problem within the FDS.24

Q.   [16:34:33] This person you met came and said some things to you and he asked25
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some things of you.  These things are already known.  And the OTP investigators1

were surprised.2

MR MACDONALD:  [16:34:54] (Interpretation) Surprised?  Objection.  This is3

twice now.  The first time I let it go by.  Defence counsel said investigators were4

surprised and now he's repeated it.  He should just put questions because there can5

be different interpretations of things that you read, because I am not surprised by the6

questions that the investigators were asking, so I really think this is pointless to7

mention such a thing in a question.8

What is more, when one quotes a witness, I think you need to give some context.9

You can quote a specific passage and the Prosecution may have to come back to the10

issue upon re-examination.11

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:36:03] Who said that the investigators were12

surprised?  Who said that?13

MR N'DRY:  [16:36:07] (Interpretation) Your Honour, I'm reading this passage, the14

same transcript, page 2766.  The investigator said, "Why," line 176, "Why did you15

fraternise with someone who in principle was opposed to you and your forces?16

Why?  Why did you fraternise with someone who in principle was opposed to you17

and your forces?"18

Perhaps in English, perhaps in English if we follow things logically -- but in any event,19

your Honour, I don't want us to spend too much time on this, because I promised that20

I would finish within the time allotted to me, and given the points that I still have to21

deal with, I don't want to go past the amount of time allotted.  So if I could return to22

the witness?23

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:37:15] Please do so.24

MR N'DRY:  [16:37:16] (Interpretation)25
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Q.   [16:37:18] Witness, now, when you were answering questions from the1

investigators, this answer that you gave here before the Chamber, why did you not2

give that explanation then to the investigators?  Why did you not express the doubt3

you had, you were entitled to?  You said that, well, you had met these brothers who4

were fighting President Gbagbo, and you really didn't set too much store by that or5

reproach them.6

What do you mean?7

A.   [16:37:57] Thank you, Counsel.  Once again I would like to say that it was a8

matter of trust.  You see, I had doubts.  There was the problem of doubt.9

Q.   [16:38:24] Very well.  I have a number of issues to explore with you and it has10

to do with your departure when you left for the Golf Hotel.  I'll skip over a few11

points because Mr Altit already dealt with those points with you.12

Now, when you were in *Mbato with the French soldiers, they explained why you13

were supposed to change uniforms, to put on a French soldier's uniform when you14

were actually a soldier from Côte d'Ivoire?15

A.   [16:39:29] Thank you, counsel.  Indeed, the explanation was provided to me.16

And beginning with the ammunition and the weapons that were taken from me, and I17

was explaining that it was a purely humanitarian mission, and they didn't want men18

who were posted who might think that they were picking up combatants and leaving19

them at the Golf Hotel.  So it really, it was a humanitarian mission.  They were20

looking for a place, a refuge, and they thought I was -- I needed to be dressed in the21

uniform of a French soldier so I would not be recognized.22

Q.   [16:40:36] So they concealed you, camouflaged you with the attire of a French23

soldier?24

A.   [16:40:46] Yes, that is correct.25
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Q.   [16:40:50] Did you have your mobile phone at that time, your mobile phone?1

A.   [16:41:05] Yes, Counsel.  They did not take my mobile phone from me.2

Q.   [16:41:11] Very well.  Now, let's move quickly.  As for the note in your agenda,3

in your daybook, who did you meet at the Golf Hotel at 9 a.m. to be precise?  If you4

forget, I can always refresh your memory.5

(The witness confers with Mr von Bóné)6

MR VON BÓNÉ:  [16:42:04] Your Honour, I believe that question was asked earlier,7

and the answer that was given was given in private session if I recall well.8

MR N'DRY:  [16:42:23] (Interpretation)  That point was touched upon, your Honour.9

This specific point -- correction, not yet.  I am asking about the entry in his daybook10

at 9 a.m.  That point has not been dealt with, not up until 30 August.11

MR VON BÓNÉ:  [16:42:54] If that is not the case, then --12

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:42:58] Yes, I'm not in a position now to13

remember everything.  But I would invite in any case the witness to respond to the14

question, if need be in private session, of course.  But this is up to Maître von Bóné.15

No?16

MR VON BÓNÉ:  [16:43:22] Apparently not.17

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:43:23] Apparently not.  Okay, so please18

respond to the question.  Thank you.19

THE WITNESS:  [16:43:39] (Interpretation)  Thank you, your Honour.  Thank you,20

Counsel.  I think that a number of things were noted down so that I would not forget21

them later.  You mentioned a specific date, but I don't remember.  And, well, the22

daybook still exists, we can look at it.23

MR N'DRY:  [16:44:05] (Interpretation)24

Q.   [16:44:06] In the transcript CIV --25
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A. [16:44:10] Please, I hope that no names are going to be mentioned, otherwise,1

you see, right now I'll have to ask -- I'll have to ask my counsel.2

Q.   [16:44:24] Well, there is a name, but as you mentioned, Mr Ouattara, Mr Zakaria,3

IB, those are the names.  CIV-OTP-0049-2676, at page 2698, lines 732 to 733, you said,4

and you wrote this actually in your daybook just to orient ourselves with regard to5

operations in the field, and you wrote, "Meeting with Général Guèï Michel at 9 a.m. to6

give us some guidance about actions in the field.  And I had a meeting with the7

general at 9 a.m."8

Do you acknowledge that you made that statement to the OTP investigators?9

MR VON BÓNÉ:  [16:45:51] Your Honour, I would ask on behalf of the witness to go10

in private session.11

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:45:56] Can we briefly go into private session.12

(Private session at 4.46 p.m.)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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1
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4
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6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

Page redacted – Private session.14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

Page redacted – Private session.14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

Page redacted – Private session.13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

Page redacted – Private session.14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Open session at 4.57 p.m.)13

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:57:57] Well, it's 2 minutes.  I don't know how14

long you think that your questioning will go on, but if you say 3, then it's too much.15

MR MACDONALD:  [16:58:12] I'll have a re-examine also, your Honour.16

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:58:14] Yes, I know, I know, Mr MacDonald, I17

do know.  But I just asked the Defence how long they think, the Defence thinks to18

continue.19

MR N'DRY:  [16:58:25] (Interpretation) And the additional questions will be today?20

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:58:32] Your additional questions, you mean?21

Well, they can't be today I think.  It's impossible.  We have in any case to recall the22

witness and then we'll see how and when, but we have in any case to recall him.23

Let me just put a question to Mr von Bóné.  You have the whole day, not even in the24

morning early or in the evening late, spread time?  Late, I mean, early, I see your --25
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MR VON BÓNÉ:  [16:59:05] I'm very sorry.1

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  It's okay.2

MR VON BÓNÉ:  But it's a case that has been appointed for over a year.3

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:59:11] Yes.  No, no, it's just a question.4

Okay.5

So we have in any case to come back with this witness on Thursday.  But if you6

could give me an overall estimate on how long it will take you?7

MR N'DRY:  [16:59:31] (Interpretation) Two minutes.  Just one last minute, one last8

question, and then we'll resume on Thursday.9

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [16:59:38] Okay.10

MR N'DRY:  [16:59:40] (Interpretation)11

Q.   [16:59:42] Witness, this person that you met with, the second person we12

mentioned, what did this person give you?13

A.   [16:59:54] Thank you, Counsel.  That person gave me a telephone.14

Q.   [17:00:07] A mobile telephone?15

A.   [17:00:09] Yes, a mobile telephone.16

Q.   [17:00:14] You already had a mobile phone?17

A.   [17:00:18] Yes.18

Q.   [17:00:20] What was this for?  Was this for the exercises in the field, for the19

actions in the field?20

A.   [17:00:26] Thank you, Counsel.  My telephone, well, the telephone I had took21

two different SIM cards.  So, you see, if I had gone into the field, one telephone22

would have been enough.23

MR N'DRY:  [17:00:55]  (Interpretation)  I think we'll have time to -- we'll have to24

go back to that on Thursday.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [17:01:00] Just for, well, for housekeeping1

purposes, is there somebody else of the team who is questioning the witness, or when2

you finish the questioning is finished?3

MR N'DRY:  [17:01:20] (Interpretation) I'm the only person to question the witness.4

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [17:01:27] And what do you estimate how long it5

will take you?6

MR N'DRY:  [17:01:32] (Interpretation) One session maximum, if not less.7

PRESIDING JUDGE TARFUSSER:  [17:01:42] Okay.  So we adjourn the questioning8

of this witness to Thursday morning 9.30 in any case with the finishing of the9

questioning by the Defence of Mr Gbagbo, the re-questioning as requested by the10

Office of the Prosecutor and then obviously the last word to the Defence.11

Tomorrow at 9.30 we start, and we'll see how we go with the normal session, three12

sessions of one hour and a half, with the following Witness 501.13

Thank you very much.  The hearing is adjourned.14

THE COURT USHER:  [17:02:26] All rise.15

(Recess taken at 5.02 p.m.)16

CORRECTIONS REPORT17

The following corrections have been brought to the transcript:18

*Page 19 line 15: “apart from the camp”is corrected by “outside of the camp”19

*Page 19 lines 23-25-Page 20 line 1: “I'm asking you a question about Abobo and20

Anyama.  So in Abobo you are telling us that there was just one position that was21

protected, namely, the area where the antenna were; is that correct?”is corrected by22

“I'm asking you a question about Abobo not Anyama.  So in Abobo you are telling23

us that there was just one position that was; there to protect the television antenna; is24

that correct?”25
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