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Amnesty International
5 April 2006
Special Court for Sierra Leone
Issues for consideration regarding the location of the trial of Charles Taylor
Introduction
The surrender of Charles Taylor to the Special Court of Sierra Leone (Special Court) on 29 March 2006
marks a major step forward in the Special Court’s work to bring to justice some of those responsible for
the tens of thousands of crimes committed in Sierra Leone.
The United Nations Security Council is currently considering whether to adopt a resolution to transfer
Charles Taylor’s case outside Sierra Leone. The initiative reflects a request by the Special Court to move
the case to the International Criminal Court facilities in The Hague. Security concerns have been cited as a
reason to move the trial. There are a number of positive elements in the draft resolution (annexed to this
paper) now under consideration by the Security Council, including statements in the Preamble recalling the
Security Council’s "determination to end impunity, establish the rule of law and promote and encourage
respect for human rights" and "[r]ecognizing that Charles Taylor facing the charges against him in the
Special Court for Sierra Leone will contribute to achieving truth and reconciliation in Liberia and the
wider sub-region". However, Amnesty International has a number of concerns about this draft resolution.
The organization is urging Security Council members to resolve these concerns before they decide whether
to authorize the Special Court to transfer the criminal proceedings to The Hague.
I. The transfer of criminal proceedings should take place if, and only if the international community
cannot provide effective security for proceedings in Sierra Leone.
Amnesty International is not in a position to determine the severity of the threat to the security of
proceedings if they continue to be conducted in Sierra Leone. Amnesty International, however, notes that
the location of the Special Court in the country where the crimes were committed is an important and
deliberate characteristic which forms part of broader initiatives to re-establish the rule of law in Sierra
Leone, rebuild the national justice system and to ensure that justice is accessible and visible for the Sierra
Leonean people. Amnesty International recognizes that conducting trials in Sierra Leone ensures that
justice is witnessed by all sectors of the population who have been affected by the crimes and acts as a
deterrent to future crimes. The organization believes that moving the trial would have the negative effect
of distancing the justice process from the Sierra Leonean people who have suffered directly as a result of
the crimes for which Charles Taylor is indicted. In deciding this issue, the Security Council is urged to first
of all consider whether effective security can be provided to enable the trial to continue in Freetown, and
not to consider other political issues. It appears as if the Security Council has not conducted a
comprehensive review of the security situation and what possible security measures could be taken to
ensure that the proceedings could take place in Sierra Leone.
Amnesty International urges the Security Council to conduct this review and to decide to move the trial if,
and only if, it is satisfied that the security concerns cannot be addressed by other measures – including
greater investment in the existing security systems. Indeed, it is likely that Charles Taylor may need to
remain in Freetown for some time until a transfer of the case is organized and a review of the effectiveness
of the existing security arrangements should be taken into account in the Security Council’s consideration.
The security situation should also be kept under constant review. If the case is moved and the security risk
subsequently diminishes, the trial should be returned to Freetown. The draft resolution does not address
these concerns.
II. If a change of venue is necessary, the Security Council should consider other venues in Africa.
Amnesty International encourages the Security Council to consider whether there are alternative locations
for the trial other than The Hague which can provide secure facilities to conduct the trial. The organization
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recognizes that locating the trial within Africa would have a number of positive elements, in particular, it
would reinforce that the Special Court for Sierra Leone is an African court, which has been created by
African states to address crimes against African people. Given the symbolism of moving the criminal
proceedings out of Africa, any transfer should only be taken after the most careful scrutiny in accordance
with strictly neutral criteria and after determining that there is no other courtroom available closer to the
scene of the crimes. Amnesty International understands that the International Criminal Tribunal for
Rwanda has been consulted and that it does not have a free courtroom, but it is not clear whether any
African governments have been contacted to see if they have courtroom facilities that would be effective
alternatives.
III. If the venue is changed, steps must be taken to minimize delays in transferring the case.
The process of allowing the Special Court to operate in another state must be expedited. In order to
function effectively and without hindrance in another state, the Special Court will need to enter into a host
state agreement with the state to which the trial will be transferred. Such an agreement should be
consistent with the basic principles concerning a headquarters agreement for the International Criminal
Court and the headquarters agreement of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia.
The draft resolution fails to address this issue fully merely requiring (in operative paragraph 6) that "the
Netherlands shall facilitate the implementation of the decision of the Special Court for Sierra Leone to
conduct the trial of former President Charles Taylor in the Netherlands" by taking a number of specified
steps, including "[e]nabling the appearance of witnesses, experts and other persons required to be at
Special Court for Sierra Leone under the same conditions and according to the same procedures as
applicable to the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia".
The government of the state must also grant a full range of privileges and immunities allowing the Special
Court and its staff , as well as defence lawyers, representatives of victims and non-governmental
organizations to work, without hindrance, in that country. A number of other agreements on detention
facilities and other technical issues will need to be adopted without delay. Ensuring the prompt adoption of
these measures will require the full support of the United Nations and the fullest cooperation of the venue
state. The draft resolution does not address these concerns.
In addition, as set out below, the Special Court will require a significant increase in its budget to transfer
the trial promptly and effectively to another state. It is essential that the Special Court does not encounter
the same financial problems it has experienced throughout its history arising from states failing to make
voluntary contributions. Amnesty International recommends that an increased budget to meet the expenses
should be made available at the same time as a decision is made to transfer the case. Instead of doing so,
the draft resolution (operative paragraph 8) merely "[r]ecalls that the costs to be incurred as a result of the
trial of former President Taylor in the Netherlands are expenses of the Special Court for Sierra Leone in
the sense of article 6 of the Agreement and that no additional cost shall be incurred by the United Nations
or the Netherlands without their consent".
Moving the trial will no doubt delay it. There is the potential that this delay could be a substantial amount
of time. Delays must be minimized to ensure Charles Taylor’s right to a fair trial. Apart from the
encouragement to all states (in operative paragraph 3) "to ensure that any evidence or witnesses are, upon
the request of the Special Court for Sierra Leone, promptly made available to the Special Court", there are
no concrete steps spelled out in the resolution to minimize the delays. In addition, instead of using the
mandatory formulation "requests", as it does with regard to ensuring the appearance of Charles Taylor in
the Netherlands, the Security Council simply "encourages" states to make evidence and witnesses
available. This is in marked contrast to the approach of the Security Council acting also under Chapter VII
to state cooperation with the International Criminal Tribunals for the former Yugoslavia and Rwanda.
IV. If the venue is changed, significant investment will be required to relocate the trial effectively.
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As set out below, a change of venue of the trial will incur significant costs. However, the draft resolution
does nothing to address this issue. On the contrary, it requires these very substantial costs to be borne
solely by the Special Court itself. If these costs are drawn from the existing budget of the Special Court it
will undoubtedly seriously undermine its work, resulting in another financial crisis which will cause delays
and undermine the Charles Taylor trial and the other cases in Freetown. If the Security Council decides
that it is better to invest in the transfer of the case rather than in strengthening the existing infrastructure of
the Special Court to try Charles Taylor in Freetown, it should ensure that funds will be immediately
available to relocate the trial. Furthermore, the Security Council should take steps to guarantee consistent
resources over a number of years for the Special Court to conduct the trial and any resulting appeals.
The Special Court will need its own secure premises. Although the Special Court may be able to use the
courtroom of other courts, the Special Court will require its own premises where its staff can conduct their
work. In particular, regarding the proposal to use the premises of the International Criminal Court, it
should be noted that existing space shortages at its interim premises would likely make it impossible for
the Special Court to use their office facilities. Additional investment in premises, facilities and security
will be necessary. The Security Council does not appear to have conducted a review of the facilities in The
Hague or elsewhere in the Netherlands and the draft resolution appears to assume that the facilities of the
International Criminal Court (which is not mentioned) will be available and adequate.
The Special Court will need additional staff and other resources in the state where the trial is located.
Significant investment will need to be made in recruiting staff to perform the range of tasks required to
conduct the criminal proceedings including the trial and appeal in another state, a process that could take a
number of years. These tasks include protection and support to victims and witnesses, outreach, assistance
to defence counsel, interpretation, security, administration etc. As an independent institution with it own
caseload, the International Criminal Court or any other international criminal court or national court
system should not be requested to take on any of these tasks. It is particularly important that a transfer of
the case does not result in draining the staff and resources from the Special Court in Freetown where other
important trials are taking place. Significant investment in additional staff will be required. Recruitments
will need to take place promptly to avoid delays. The Security Council does not appear to have considered
these questions and the draft resolution is silent on these matters.
Resources will be required to ensure that the trial is accessible to the people of Sierra Leone. As stated
above, a major concern of moving the trial from Freetown is that the process will become too far removed
from the people of Sierra Leone. There is little indication that the Special Court or the governments
concerned have consulted civil society on the question whether the criminal proceedings should be
transferred. To address this concern, resources for outreach should be increased significantly.
Communicating the trial process in another country to all regions of Sierra Leone will be a major
challenge. The Special Court will need to revise its outreach strategy significantly to ensure that day to day
developments in the trial are communicated promptly and accurately through a range of media such as
radio, television, local newspapers and other media including, community outreach programs. This will
require investment in technical equipment and staff in the country where the trial is taking place and other
resources. The Security Council does not appear to have considered these questions and the draft
resolution is silent on these matters.
V. If the venue is changed, the activities of the Special Court must not interfere with the equally
important work of the International Criminal Court or other international courts.
It is important to recognize that the International Criminal Court is advancing in three investigations into
grave crimes committed in northern Uganda, Darfur and the Democratic Republic of Congo. Other
international courts have significant workloads and limited courtroom availability. If the trial is transferred
to use the facilities of another international court, it is important that the work of either court is not
compromised by the sharing of the facilities. It will be essential to promptly adopt an agreement setting out
a clear division between the work of the Special Court and the other international court or national courts,
which guarantees their independence and their ability to share courtroom facilities. The Security Council
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does not appear to have considered these questions and the draft resolution is silent on these matters.
Indeed, it leaves these questions entirely to the United Nations Secretary-General and the Netherlands,
neither of which can decide what facilities the International Criminal Court can provide.
VI. The Security Council should not seek to prevent the courts of the Netherlands from exercising
jurisdiction over Charles Taylor.
Any attempt by the Security Council to prevent national courts from exercising jurisdiction over Charles
Taylor, except to protect the jurisdiction of the Special Court, an international court, would be inconsistent
with the jus cogens prohibitions of crimes against humanity and war crimes. Although the recognition that
the Netherlands can exercise universal jurisdiction over Charles Taylor is to be welcomed, the Security
Council should not seek to prevent the courts of the Netherlands from exercising jurisdiction over him by
opening a criminal investigation while he is in that country (see operative paragraph 5). Charles Taylor is
suspected of committing crimes against humanity and war crimes in Liberia and the Netherlands should be
permitted to open a criminal investigation of allegations of such crimes while the criminal proceedings are
pending against him in the Special Court so that, if there is sufficient evidence against him to prosecute,
the Netherlands can arrest him at the close of criminal proceedings before he can leave the country.
Otherwise, the Netherlands would be precluded from taking these precautionary steps, without the
agreement of the Special Court.
Conclusion
Before adopting the draft resolution, Amnesty International hopes that the Security Council will give its
full attention to the serious issues of security and consider options for increasing security to allow the trial
to continue in Sierra Leone. If, and only if, that is not possible, the organization urges the Security Council
to consider relocating the trial to another African state or, if that is not possible, to a state in another
region. A decision to move the trial will raise a number of significant challenges that must be addressed
immediately to minimize delay in relocating the case. In particular, the Special Court will require
immediate additional resources essential to conduct the trial outside Sierra Leone. The issues are not
adequately addressed in the draft resolution.
Amnesty International hopes that the Security Council will take effective measures to ensure justice for the
people of Sierra Leone.
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SECURITY COUNCIL MUST ADDRESS COSTS OF MOVING TAYLOR TRIAL TO THE HAGUE
Author: Justice Initiative Communications
Date: 4 April 2006
For immediate release
Contact: David Berry: +1 212 548 0385 (New York)
SECURITY COUNCIL MUST ADDRESS COSTS OF MOVING TAYLOR TRIAL TO THE HAGUE
New York, April 4, 2006—If the war crimes trial of Liberia's ex-president Charles Taylor is moved from Sierra
Leone to the Hague, the international community must shoulder the increased financial costs and address the likely
negative impacts for Taylor's victims, the Open Society Justice Initiative warned today.
The warning comes as the UN Security Council is widely expected to consider a resolution to relocate the trial at the
Special Court for Sierra Leone in Freetown because of concerns over the potential impact of the trial on security and
peace in Sierra Leone and Liberia.
"Moving the trial from Freetown to The Hague will impose considerable burdens on victims and witnesses, and
increase the challenge of ensuring broad public engagement in Taylor's trial," said James A. Goldston, executive
director of the Justice Initiative. "The Security Council must do everything in its power to overcome these costs."
The Special Court for Sierra Leone mixes international and local elements and has rightly been praised for
successfully prosecuting serious crimes in the place where they occurred. Among other benefits, this has permitted
public interaction with the Court and its officials, facilitated access for victims and witnesses, and directly confronted
impunity in West Africa. Any relocation of the trial must ensure that the positive message of prosecution is not
undermined by its removal from the Mano River region.
"The victims of Taylor's crimes are the Special Court's primary constituency," said Chidi Anselm Odinkalu, the
Justice Initiative's senior legal officer for Africa. "The Security Council must ensure that a decision to move the trial
does not overlook their interests as witnesses, participants, and advocates."
According to the Justice Initiative, the extra costs of holding Taylor's trial in The Hague would include: the need to
relocate judges, prosecutors and court staff; the need to transport witnesses and victims, many of whom are
physically disabled and psychologically traumatized; the impossibility for a significant number of Sierra Leoneans to
be physically present in the courtroom; the diluted impact of the trial on political leaders and the general public in
West Africa; difficulty for Mano River Union media to cover the proceedings; and the risk that the move might delay
and/or prolong the trial.
It is therefore essential that if the trial is relocated, the Security Council should plan for, and minimize, these costs
by identifying and providing extra financial resources, above and beyond the existing Special Court budget, from
United Nations assessed funds to pay for these needs. The move to The Hague should not be paid for with voluntary
contributions from UN member states.
Specifically, the Security Council should accept responsibility for funding or facilitating the following measures:
• Broadcast of the trial throughout West Africa, including on television, radio, the internet, and on video disk. The
scarcity of electricity and appropriate equipment in much of the region will require additional investments in facilities
and technology. Funding should also be made available to ensure presence of Sierra Leonean and Liberian media at
The Hague.
• Provision of fast-tracked visa applications, transportation, and accommodation in The Hague, to allow witnesses
and victims to attend the trial.
• Arrangements to meet the special needs of victims and witnesses attending the trial who are without limbs,
otherwise physically disabled, and/or in need of psychological support services.
• Maintaining the Court's expeditious pace, so the move to The Hague does not compromise the defendant's right to
speedy trial or the victims' interest in seeing justice as promptly as possible.
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Trials held at the Special Court for Sierra Leone are intended to send a clear message to the people of West Africa
and beyond that anyone who commits mass crimes will be held legally accountable. Any relocation of the trial of
Charles Taylor must ensure that this positive legacy of the judicial process for the peoples of the region is
preserved.
The URL for this page is: http://www.justiceinitiative.org/db/resource2?res_id=103165
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Associated Press (in the Washington Post)
6 April 2006
Prison Site Sought for Taylor
Sweden, Austria Asked to Take Liberian if He Is Convicted
STOCKHOLM, April 5 -- Sweden and Austria have received requests to imprison former Liberian
president Charles Taylor if he is convicted of war crimes by a U.N.-backed court, government officials
said Wednesday.
A positive answer by the Scandinavian country would remove a key obstacle to transferring Taylor's trial
from the U.N.-backed Special Court in Sierra Leone to The Hague.
Several diplomats at the United Nations said Tuesday that no country wanted to have Taylor for 20 or 30
years -- either in jail or in exile.
Court officials have asked that the trial be moved because of fears that Taylor, 58, who has been charged
with 11 counts of war crimes and crimes against humanity in Sierra Leone and was once among the most
feared warlords in the region, could still spark unrest in West Africa.
In Vienna, Foreign Ministry spokesman Georg Schnetzer said Austria had been asked about accepting
Taylor but noted that "the legal basis for this to happen does not exist at the moment." He declined to say
specifically whether Austria had refused the request and did not clarify what the needed legal basis would
be.
Sweden, a strong supporter of U.N.-backed international justice and a country that has been willing before
to accept and incarcerate convicted war criminals, confirmed that it had received a request to take Taylor.
"Sweden and other countries have been asked" by the United Nations whether they would be willing to
have Taylor serve a prison sentence there, said Hans Dahlgren, Sweden's Foreign Ministry cabinet
secretary.
Dahlgren declined to reveal which other countries had been contacted or what Sweden's position was,
saying only that the request was being reviewed.
A Swedish diplomat in New York said Sweden was likely to make an announcement about Taylor on
Thursday, the same day the U.N. Security Council is to consider the resolution that would transfer his trial
to The Hague. The diplomat, who spoke on condition of anonymity because the talks about Taylor's future
were secret, would not give any indication about what Sweden's decision would be.
A Dutch Foreign Ministry spokesman said his government was in contact with only one country about
accepting Taylor, but would not confirm that it was Sweden. The Dutch government has insisted that it
will allow the trial to take place in The Hague only if Taylor is transferred to another country after the
verdict, whether a conviction or an acquittal.
Taylor is accused of backing brutal rebels in Sierra Leone during a 1991-2002 civil war and trafficking in
guns and diamonds while president of Liberia from 1997 to 2003.
Meanwhile in Miami, Taylor's son was ordered held without bail Wednesday on U.S. passport fraud
charges. Charles McArthur Emmanuel, 29, a U.S. citizen, was arrested last week at Miami International
Airport. U.S. immigration officials said he lied about the identity of his father on his application for the
passport.
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Chicago Tribune
5 April 2006
Court trying to find nation to take Taylor
Items compiled from Tribune news services
The UN-backed court that would prosecute former Liberian President Charles Taylor has run into
trouble trying to persuade any government to either imprison him or give him asylum after the
trial ends, diplomats said Tuesday.
The diplomats said the main concern was deciding where to send Taylor if he is acquitted on 11
counts alleging war crimes and crimes against humanity during Sierra Leone's 1991-2002 civil
war. Sweden is the likely candidate to imprison him if he is found guilty, but is otherwise
reluctant, they said.
The issue of where to send Taylor has become a pressing one because the UN Security Council
agreed not to pass a resolution transferring his trial to The Hague until a deal is set.
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Deutsche Presse-Agentur
5 April 2006
Sweden contacted over prison space for Taylor
Stockholm - Sweden has been contacted by the United Nations regarding a request to offer prison
space for Liberian ex-president Charles Taylor if he is convicted for war crimes and crimes
against humanity, Swedish officials said Wednesday.
Foreign Ministry spokesperson Petra Hansson said Sweden was 'one of several countries' recently
approached by the UN in the matter.
However, the process will 'likely take time' and no decisions have been made, Hansson said,
noting that the Special Court for Sierra Leone has just opened proceedings against Taylor.
The 58-year-old Taylor is charged with 11 counts of war crimes and crimes against humanity
including murder, rape and mutilation.
The Justice Ministry has recommended that Sweden as of July accedes to a treaty accepting
prisoners sentenced by the Sierra Leone war crimes court.
There have been reports suggesting that the trial should be moved over security reasons to the
Netherlands and held in the facilities of the International Criminal Court based in The Hague.
Swedish and Irish peacekeepers with the UN mission in neighbouring Liberia were recently
transferred to beef up security in Sierra Leone.
At least two convicted war criminals sentenced by the United Nations war crimes tribunal for
former Yugoslavia (ICTY) are currently serving sentences in Sweden. one of them is former
Bosnian Serb president Biljana Plavsic.
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Voice of America
5 April 2006

Taylor Seeks Lawyers, Activists Want Useful Trial
By Nico Colombant
Abidjan
05 April 2006

As former West African warlord Charles Taylor seeks a defense team for his
trial at the special war crimes court for Sierra Leone, human rights activists
are calling for a fair and useful trial.
The Freetown director for London-based Amnesty
International, Brima Sheriff, called Wednesday for a fair
trial for Charles Taylor and that he be treated as humanely
as possible.
Another prominent Freetown human rights activist, Abu
Brima, tells VOA, he believes Taylor could provide
information that could help bring to justice those
responsible for Sierra Leone's decade long civil war.
"Bringing him to face the music that he created [Bringing Charles Taylor
makes his first
him to trial for the situation he created] is certainly a
at Special
welcoming thing. But of course, we believe that Taylor has appearance
Court in Freetown,
a lot of information: Who was involved? Who was
April 3, 2006
sponsoring him? To whom was he selling diamonds? Those
are all people who were part of this equation and we think that they must be
brought to book," said Brima. "Taylor has answers and he can help us to
bring them to book [to justice]."
When he pleaded not guilty to 11 charges of war crimes and crimes against
humanity earlier this week, Taylor presented himself as an African victim of
an international conspiracy. Brima, for his part, does not believe that kind of
defense will help Sierra Leone or Taylor.
Relatives and advisers to the former Liberian president continue to arrive in
Freetown, trying to find a good team of lawyers to defend him and money to
pay them.
Taylor is believed to have amassed a fortune while coming to power in Liberia
and spreading instability throughout West Africa, charges he repeatedly
denied before the court proceedings began.
Meanwhile, Swedish officials say the United Nations has been asking Sweden
and other countries to consider jailing Taylor if he is convicted. The trial is
expected to be moved to the Netherlands for security reasons after a
Security Council resolution on the matter is passed.
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ZNet
4 April 2006
http://www.zmag.org/content/showarticle.cfm?SectionID=2&ItemID=10040
Charles Taylor on Trial
by Lansana Gberie
Inside the UN-Sierra Leone Special Court’s massive fortification, at a spot close to its small
detention centre, is a helicopter landing strip. The strip was furtively constructed about two years
ago. When a foreign visitor wondered aloud at the time whether the strip was constructed in
preparation for the reception of a certain alleged war criminal at large – Court officials always
cannily stoked up such speculation whenever the Court’s annual budget was being prepared (the
Court subsists on voluntary contributions from UN members, since it lacks the Security Council’s
Article VII mandate) – officials bridled. Except for the occasional use by the troops guarding the
Court, the strip remained derelict, and almost forgotten. When I passed by it in January, I noticed
that the grass around it was untamed.
In the last week of March, however, activities mounted around the strip. Senior Court officials
confidently asserted that Charles Taylor, the former Liberian President indicted on seventeen
(later reduced to eleven) counts of war crimes and crimes against humanity by the Court, will “in
a matter of days” be landed at the strip, and placed in cell Number Three of the adjacent detention
centre. It was vertiginous all around the Court’s premises, and indeed throughout the sub-region.
This time they were right. At exactly 7 pm, on 29 March, two UN helicopters, which had taken
off from Liberia’s Robertsfield International airport, hovered over the Special Court compound.
One landed immediately on the strip, and the other continued to hover above. Charles Taylor,
formerly most feared warlord (and subsequently Liberia’s maximum president), handcuffed and
dressed in a white flowing gown partly covered by a bullet-proof vest, descended from the
helicopter flanked by UN soldiers. He looked visibly dazed, and his eyes were downcast. As he
walked towards the detention centre, Sierra Leone’s Deputy Inspector General of Police, Oliver
Somasa, formally arrested Taylor. Two other Sierra Leonean senior police officers joined
Somasa, and in a brief ceremony read out the charges against Taylor, along with his rights. Taylor
looked glumly on. He was then handed over to the Special Court (this formality necessary
because the Court is, at least on paper, a collaborative effort between the Sierra Leone
government and the UN) and promptly taken inside the detention centre, from where loud shouts
(of welcome?) could be heard from the other detainees, nine Sierra Leoneans who have been there
since 2003.
The scene was steeped in bathos: Taylor, once so raffish and forbidding, was now lodged in a
small cell in this fortified compound where he had to be told what his rights were. “Today is a
momentous occasion and an important day for international justice, the international community,
and above all, the people of Sierra Leone,” declared the Special Court’s Chief Prosecutor, British
barrister Desmond del Silva. No, Joseph Conrad’s cynical aside (in the Heart of Darkness) about
the “outraged justice” coming from the high seas to strike in an improbable place did not
immediately suggest itself: this moment had been awaited for long.
Taylor’s journey to this detention centre began in June 2003 after the Special Court unveiled a
long-sealed indictment accusing him of bearing the ‘greatest responsibility’ for heinous offences
committed in Sierra Leone’s decade-long (1991-2002) war. At the time the indictment drew
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outrage, both for the manner in which it was delivered, and for its singularly unhelpful timing.
Taylor was then in Ghana, the host of the Ghanaian government, and was engaged in peace talks,
aimed at ending Liberia’s then ever-widening humanitarian catastrophe, which were sponsored by
the African Union and the UN. Other leaders at the talks included South Africa’s President Thabo
Mbeki and Nigeria’s Obansajo. Slighting this august gathering, the Special Court sent the
indictment to the Ghanaian authorities via email, and then organized a press conference in
Freetown to announce it. Chagrined, Ghana’s President John Kuffour put Taylor in a Ghanaian
presidential jet, and flew him back to Monrovia. The talks continued, however, and in August
Taylor relinquished power and went into self-exile in Nigeria. The understanding was that Taylor
would continue to be protected by the Nigerian government, and would not be handed over to the
Court.
The Special Court and the world’s human right’s community mounted a public relations
campaign to force Nigeria to hand over Taylor. Law suits were hastily arranged in Nigeria, and
Obansajo, facing unpopularity at home for his plan to seek a third term (illegal under the present
constitutional settlement), began to bow to media campaigns by making one fateful promise: he
would only hand over Taylor to an elected Liberian president who makes the request. This
promise was both characteristically insincere and immensely stupid. Nigeria is a member of the
Management Committee (chaired by Canada) which runs the Special Court and has invested
billions of dollars and hundreds of its own soldiers’ lives in the wars in Sierra Leone and Liberia.
It therefore surely had the morale authority (more than the US, more than the so-called
international community, more than the human rights brigade) either to reject outright any
pressure to hand in Taylor, or simply comply with the demand. Instead, Obansajo gambled that a
deal would be struck with any incoming Liberian leader, since such a leader would surely feel
beholden to the Nigerian leadership.
In the event Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf, who had initially stated, correctly, that the Taylor issue was
none of her business, came under intense pressure from the human rights community as her visit
to the US loomed. Being Liberian, the enticement to make the request for the handing in of
Taylor – a welcome to the White House, dinner with the President, perhaps an address to the
Congress, and all the usual blandishments about that historical cord tying Liberia to the US (even
though the Americans would end up giving the struggling new Liberian government only $50
million) – was irresistible. Johnson-Sirleaf now said, again correctly, that the fate of one Liberian
should not hold a nation of three million hostage, and she formally made the request to Obansajo.
It was a courageous – some would say, foolhardy – decision. Almost immediately, funny things
began to happen.
I arrived in Liberia shortly after Johnson-Sirleaf made the request. The President had left for the
US, and was due to arrive a day after I did. The Liberian papers were proclaiming her visit a
triumph, and the nation waited to welcome her. My friend Conmany Wesseh (the Deputy Foreign
Minister) told me that she would be landing at Springs Payne airport, at the outskirts of the city, at
about 10:00 am. By that time, hundreds of colourfully-dressed Liberians, some masked dancers,
and UN troops, stood waiting at the tiny, bare airport. Then word came that the president would
be landing at Robertsfield – several miles from the city – instead. All the colourful welcome
ceremonies were ditched. When she landed, Johnson-Sirleaf was taken by helicopter and flown
straight to the Executive mansion, the presidential palace. There, surrounded by US marines
wearing armoured flaks, she delivered a short speech, and all was over.
It transpired that the Liberian government was gripped by security anxieties. It had earlier
preemptively arrested a number of people associated with Taylor and his party. But Taylor
undoubtedly still commands loyalty and support in Liberia; this support was thrown behind
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Johnson-Sirleaf during her run-off contest with football star George Weah (Taylor and his wife
Jewel, now a senior senator, calculated that Johnson-Sirleaf, with her previous links with Taylor,
will be relied upon not to ask for Taylor’s handing over to the Court.) The speaker of the Liberian
House of Representatives is Edwin Snowe, a former Taylor aide; and a former Taylor General
with the wonderfully delicious name Peanut Butter is a member of the Senate. Taylor still has
substantial business and other interests in Liberia. Now, for doing something that she was totally
reluctant to so prematurely – ask for Taylor’s handing over – Johnson-Sirleaf, so charismatic and
colourful and populist, was now hiding from her own people and ordering arrests that are, while
understandable, clearly extra-legal. Liberians spoke darkly of a return to the bad-old-days of
lawlessness and tyranny.
I felt angry, sad, confused; I felt gripped by a kind of melancholy. I felt that a President who held
so much promise only a few weeks before had now been railroaded into a decision that, I fear,
may well change the trajectory of her presidency for good.
It is not that Taylor does not deserve to be behind bars; of all people he eminently deserves to
face justice for the wars he instigated in the region and for which he gained immensely. I have
myself documented Taylor’s criminal role in the Sierra Leone war in various publications,
including most recently my book, A Dirty War in West Africa: The RUF and the Destruction of
Sierra Leone (Hurst/University of Indiana Press, 2005). No one that I know has any doubt about
Taylor’s capriciousness, his ruthlessness and brutality, the great depredations he caused in Liberia
and in the sub-region from 1989 (when he launched a brutal insurgency against Liberian President
Samuel Doe) through to his involvement in violent upheavals in Sierra Leone (in particular his
support for the uniquely brutal Revolutionary United Front, or RUF, of Sierra Leone), Guinea and
Ivory Coast. These are well-documented by independent researchers and various UN panels. The
question is: was this the right time to have to throw Liberia (and Sierra Leone for that matter) into
such levels of anxiety and emergency?
No doubt, for those principled advocates of humanitarian law and human rights, this question is
beside the point. The point is that an indicted war criminal has now been captured. I envy them
their simplicity, their moral clarity; I envy Richard Dicker (of the Human Rights Watch), David
Crane (formerly the Special Prosecutor of the Special Court now a humanitarian law professor in
the US) and all those of the human rights brigade who have the luxury of substituting some vogue
doctrines for knowledge, the people who, sucked into a form of narcissism, in the end – to quote
VS Naipaul writing about such people in another context – do little more than celebrate their own
security…
Obansajo did not hand over Taylor promptly after Johnson-Sirleaf’s request as he had promised.
Instead, his office peevishly declared that the Liberians were free to go take Taylor in Nigeria:
Taylor, the Nigerians said, was a refugee, not a detainee, implying that the indicted war criminal
was free to go where he pleased. This was, of course, a tad disingenuous; and when a day later
Taylor was reported to have ‘disappeared’ from the Calabar villa where he had been living since
he left Liberia, there was understandable outrage. The ‘escape’ was clumsily choreographed: two
days later, the Nigerians announced that Taylor had been arrested trying to enter Cameroon in a
‘diplomatic car’ (Desperation can lead to foolishness but it is hard to imagine the wily Taylor
thinking that traveling in a car with a diplomatic plate confers anonymity.)
Taylor was then flown to Robertsfield airport in Liberia, and handed over to the UN authorities –
fulfilling, in a way, his last wish upon relinquishing power: “God willing, I will be back!” In a
few hours he was headed for Sierra Leone. A woman in the crowd outside the Special Court
building after Taylor was sent to his cell turned to me and said, apropos of a statement made by
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Taylor in 1990, “He told us that we in Sierra Leone will taste the bitterness of war. We did. But
now he is enjoying the sweetness of justice.”
A few days later, on 3 April, Taylor was formally charged in court. The case, with the delicately
inclusive title “The Prosecutor against Charles Ghankay Taylor also known as Dankpannah
Charles Ghankay Taylor also known as Dankpannah Charles Ghankay Macarthur Taylor”, alleges
that from 1996 to 2002 Taylor committed “crimes against humanity, violations of Article 3
common to the Geneva Conventions and of additional Protocol II and other serious violations of
international humanitarian law” in Sierra Leone. The indictment states that throughout Sierra
Leone’s war, “Liberian fighters…under [Taylor’s] control and/or operating in Sierra Leone with
[Taylor’s] consent” fought alongside the RUF, causing enormous destruction and rights violation,
perpetuating terrorist violence, looting the country’s resources, and raping women. The
indictment states that Taylor was a mentor and sponsor of the RUF, and did so for personal
enrichment, in particular the stealing of Sierra Leone’s mineral resources, especially diamonds.
Taylor, therefore, bears “the greatest responsibility” for the war and for the atrocities that
characterized it. While most of the charges have been already independently arrived at by others,
the notion of ‘greatest responsibility’ creates a kind of linguistic and philosophical tangle. Twelve
others have been similarly alleged to bear such responsibility. By alleging each of them to bear
the ‘greatest’ responsibility, observers say, the word ‘greatest’ itself loses its heuristic value. This
will likely be a point of contest in the coming months.
Earlier, the Special Court, acting on the request President Johnson-Sirleaf, had sought to transfer
the trial to The Hague. Provision is made for this in the statute setting up the Court. Its Article 9
states that “The Special Court shall have its seat in Sierra Leone. The Court may meet away from
its seat if it considers it necessary for the efficient exercise of its functions, and may be relocated
outside Sierra Leone, if circumstances so require.” Court officials say that the widespread fear
that Taylor’s trial in Sierra Leone may undermine regional security has made it necessary for the
trial to be conducted in Europe.
In Court, Taylor, appearing impeccably dressed in a black suit and maroon tie, and fidgeting with
his fingers while the charges were read, rejected this option, stating that if the venue were moved
out of Sierra Leone, his relatives and friends won’t be able to visit him. He began, unsurprisingly,
by challenging the right of the Court to try him, stating that while he “did not and could not have
committed [the crimes]” in the indictment, he would not be responding to the charges. The Court
took it that it was a plea of not guilty. Then his lawyers added, surprisingly, that Taylor was
“indigent” and would therefore be relying on the lawyers provided by the Court to defend him.
Everyone appeared stunned. After a few lugubrious technical exchanges, the matter was
adjourned. Taylor was on trial.
I wanted badly to feel elated, and in a fleeting moment I did: here was a man who I and many
others – mainly Liberian comrades – have been pursuing for years – here was he now, though
defiant, quite clearly humbled, confined to a small cell in a barricaded compound. It had been a
long struggle, and I, as well as many countless others, have a right to self-congratulation. Yet I
felt I have to suspend the celebration; I had to wait and see how it all plays out in this volatile
region of ours.
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Reuters
5 April 2006
Nigeria rejects Taylor death plot allegation
By Felix Onuah
ABUJA, April 5 (Reuters) - Nigeria dismissed as "an absolute falsehood" on Wednesday
accusations by a spiritual adviser of former Liberian President Charles Taylor that the Nigerian
president plotted to have Taylor assassinated.
Taylor, now held for trial for war crimes in Sierra Leone, was in exile in Nigeria from 2003 until
last week, when he briefly disappeared before Nigerian police arrested him at a remote border
post as he tried to flee into Cameroon.
Indian-American evangelical preacher Kilari Anand Paul, who helped persuade Taylor to leave
office in 2003 as part of a deal to end 14 years of civil war in Liberia, has repeatedly accused the
Nigerian government of "betraying" Taylor.
In interviews with international media, he has said Nigeria deliberately let Taylor leave his exile
residence.
Paul, who says he has spoken several times to Taylor since he was handed over to the Sierra
Leone court last Wednesday, said he had sent a letter to Nigerian President Olusegun Obasanjo
calling on him to resign over the Taylor saga.
"Mr. Taylor was set up to be assassinated ... They hatched a plan of letting Mr. Taylor escape so
they could gun him down," he told Reuters by phone from Washington.
Obasanjo's spokeswoman, Remi Oyo, dismissed this: "This allegation is an absolute falsehood
and completely unfounded".
CONSPIRACY THEORIES
The lack of a clear explanation from Nigerian authorities of how Taylor got away and was then
arrested has given rise to numerous conspiracy theories. Nigeria has denied it played a part in his
brief disappearance.
Taylor pleaded not guilty on Monday to 11 counts of war crimes and crimes against humanity for
his role backing rebels who raped and mutilated civilians and recruited child soldiers during
Sierra Leone's 1991-2002 civil war.
After Nigeria said last month it was ready to give up Taylor to Liberian custody, the two
governments appeared for a while to be at odds over the handover. Despite international calls for
security around his residence to be tightened, Taylor got away and then was caught.
Nigeria arrested 22 of its security officers attached to Taylor, but as soon as he was detained it
disbanded an official panel of inquiry into his disappearance.
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The U.N.-backed Freetown court has asked the Netherlands to hold his trial in The Hague, citing
fears keeping him in Sierra Leone could provoke unrest there and in Liberia.
Dutch officials say if the venue is switched to The Hague, Taylor would have to leave the
Netherlands after the verdict.
The Swedish news agency TT reported on Wednesday the United Nations had asked Sweden,
among other countries, to consider hosting Taylor in one of its prisons if he was convicted.
(Additional reporting by Nick Tattersall in Freetown)
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The Guardian (Lagos)
5 April 2006
Taylor shops for lawyers, cleric protests warlord's arrest
By AND West Africa
UNITED States (U.S.)-based renowned evangelist and peace advocate Kilari A. Paul is still
furious about the circumstances surrounding the arrest of Liberia's former President Charles
Taylor in Nigeria.
He has also narrated the circumstances surrounding the decision by the former warlord to quit
power and accept asylum in Nigeria in 2003.
Taylor is now making frantic efforts to get defence at the United Nations-backed war crimes court
in Sierra Leone where he is being tried.
The former leader had on Monday pleaded not guilty to an 11-count charge of war crimes and
crimes against humanity for his role in backing rebels who raped and mutilated civilians and
recruited child soldiers during Sierra Leone's civil war.
Paul, an Indian-born pastor, said he was heading to the Nigerian embassy in Washington
yesterday morning to submit a letter of protest on how President Olusegun Obasanjo handled the
Taylor matter while speaking with The Guardian from his hotel room in Washington D.C.
The cleric explained that it was at the Revd. Sullivan Summit in Abuja that he got involved with
the Taylor case.
The summit, which was hosted by Nigeria in July 2003, was attended by several African heads of
states and top government and business leaders from around the world including U.S. President
George W. Bush, who was then visiting Nigeria.
According to Paul, who alleged that the Federal Government manipulated Taylor's "escape and
arrest," disclosed that he was invited as a keynote speaker to the summit and spoke at two of its
sessions.
During the summit, he recalled, "10 Liberian bishops and religious leaders wanted to meet and
discuss the problems of Liberia with Bush and Condoleezza Rice but were refused and
Archbishop Sunday Mbang asked that I meet them."
As he recalled, the meeting that was meant to be a 30-minute discussion went on for as long as 17
hours. Paul said Mbang and another Nigerian pastor, Samson Ayorinde, were present.
"I wept bitterly," he stated as he heard about the horrors and suffering of the Liberian people who
were caught in the middle of the neighbouring West African country's war. The cleric said that it
was during the meeting that he received a call on the phone from then President Charles Taylor.
"He pleaded with me that I should come to Liberia and I put a condition that if I came, he would
have to leave Liberia. He was silent for two minutes and I was on my knees praying having heard
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that hundreds of thousands of Liberians had died already in the long years of civil war," Paul
stated.
It was the time the U.S. was leading the international community to demand that Taylor step
down as president to avert further bloodshed.
Bush had then repeatedly said that before the U.S. could support any intervention in Liberia,
Taylor would have to step down as president. Also Taylor had already been indicted by the
United Nations (UN) Special Court in Sierra Leone on charges of war crimes and crimes against
humanity.
Paul continued: "So he (Taylor) answered after a long pause and said 'if you think I must leave
when you come I will leave, but please come."
It was on this guarantee that Paul said he started making plans with his officials to charter a flight
and fly to Liberia. He said Obasanjo offered him a presidential jet to go to Liberia, "but I
refused."
Paul said he went to Liberia taking a series of commercial charter flights, one from Abuja to
Lagos, another from Lagos to Abidjan and then chartered "an old Russian plane to Monrovia." He
said the flight that should have taken two to three hours direct from Abuja took him and his team
48 hours. His team included two former U.S. Congressmen who were then working with him -Bob Clement, a Democrat from the State of Tennessee and Ronnie Shows, another Democrat
from the State of Mississippi. He said the Liberian religious leaders also followed.
On July 15, 2003, Paul who said he never called Taylor a saint, recalled spending 18 hours with
the former Liberian leader, who "got on his knees and told his story." The next day, he stated that
Liberian religious leaders quickly organised a mass rally at the Monrovia Stadium where he spoke
and Taylor was present. The situation in Monrovia then was very tense, he said, adding that there
were many fighters on the streets, but people thronged to the rally.
Said he: "I still have a copy of the Washington Times front page photo of Taylor on his knees at
that rally."
What Paul said that struck him about Taylor was that many people in Liberia still loved him as at
that time. "Look, I have travelled to several countries on peace missions: Iran, Iraq, Syria, Libya,
Cuba and Yugoslavia. I met Saddam, Milosevic and Castro, but in Liberia, the people there were
saying good things about Taylor. He had support in Liberia, so I couldn't ask him immediately to
step down. Don't forget he won the election by an 80 per cent majority."
But then, he stated, Condoleezza Rice's assistant, who is now the Assistant Secretary of State for
African Affairs at the State Department "called me and said he was calling on behalf of President
Bush, that we should ask Taylor to step down." He said at this time he was now speaking and
dealing with U.S. officials at the State Department, Ghana's President John Kuffour and leaders of
the different factions and rebel groups in Liberia for the next weeks.
Paul explained when he asked Taylor to go to Nigeria he refused, saying his troops killed 2,000 of
Nigerian troops, but he persuaded him to leave. He made available a letter signed by Taylor dated
August 16, 2003 where the former ruler credited his decision to leave Liberia for Nigeria on the
influence of Paul.
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On the rebuttal of his claims that Taylor accused Nigeria of betrayal, Paul said he had been to
Nigeria before and conducted five rallies including the one in Lagos from November 1-4 2001. It
was attended by millions of Nigerians and top religious leaders including Pastor Enoch Adeboye,
Pastor William Kumuyi, and Bishop David Oyedepo, among others.
Paul said: "I have travelled to over 108 countries, but do not own a $100 property anywhere in the
world. I have no political or personal agenda, except peace in Liberia, Africa and the world." The
cleric said his ministry had rescued 310,000 orphans all over the world, preaching the gospel
without taking a single offering in any rally. "It breaks my heart," he lamented, "to see Africa still
bleeding with man-made wars."
From his heavily-guarded cell in the Special Court compound, nestled among the shanty-covered
hills of the capital Freetown, Taylor has been receiving legal advisers from around the region but
has yet to decide who should defend him, lawyers said.
"We were able to see him and give him our advice. He will consider it and act on it but he has not
yet chosen his own defence team," said Azanne Kofi Akainyah, a lawyer from Ghana who came
to Freetown at Taylor's request and met him on Monday.
"He was resolute, not downhearted, fully aware of the political machinations behind everything,"
Akainyah told Reuters late on Monday.
Taylor's aides have said he would like Harvard law professor, Alan Dershowitz, to lead his
defence.
Taylor was defended at Monday's hearing by a staff lawyer from the tribunal, Vincent Nmehielle,
who told the court the embattled leader did not currently have sufficient funds to employ his own
defence team.
"Mr. Taylor has made it clear that he has no money," Nmehielle said after the hearing. "But he
has not hidden the fact that if he is able to raise the necessary money, he would love to defend
himself with a legal team of his choice."
From Laolu Akande, The Guardian (Lagos)
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The Analyst (Monrovia)
5 April 2006
Former Associate Justice Distances Himself
Former Associate Justice, Cllr. Micah Wilkins Wright has dissociated himself from recent reports
in Monrovia that he is one of the Liberian lawyers forming the defense team to represent the legal
interest of former Liberian President, Charles Taylor, at the war crimes tribunal in Sierra Leone.
Cllr. Wright said he neither met Mr. Taylor nor did his defense team contact him to form part of
his defense lawyers for the purpose of representing the legal interest of Mr. Taylor at the war
crimes tribunal in Sierra Leone.
Cllr. Wright pointed out that he previously was contracted to render legal services for Mr. Taylor
when the search warrant from the Special Court was issued at the time.
He said he then assisted to search Mr. Taylor's premises, but that service does not indicate that he
is a permanently retained lawyer for the former Liberian leader.
He, however, indicated that in the event he is approached on the issue of providing legal
representation for Mr. Taylor in Sierra Leone, he would critically study the matter and use his
professional discretion either to do so or not.
It was recently reported in Monrovia that former Associate Justice, Cllr. Wilkins Wright was part
of the defense team contracted by former Liberian leader, Charles Taylor, to represent his legal
interest at the war crimes tribunal in Sierra Leone during his trial there on eleven count war
crimes charges ranging from murder to rape.
News filtering in says the legal counsel of the National Patriotic Party, one time Solicitor General,
Cllr. Theophilus C. Gould and one time lawmaker, Cllr. Francis Galawulo have already left the
country for Sierra Leone to beef up Mr. Taylor's defense team during the trial.
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Cocorioko website
6 April 2006
4 Lawyers In Town To Defend Taylor
By Chernor Ojuku Sesay
Four foreign lawyers , two from Ghana and two from Liberia have arrived in town to prepare and
put modalities in place to defend former Liberia President, Charles Taylor who is presently
standing trial at the Special Court for Sierra Leone.
The four are Azanne Kofi Akainyah and Nana Ato Dadzie all from Ghana and the latter was a
former presidential adviser to Jerry Rawlings and Chief of Staff. The two Liberian lawyers are
Francis Y.S. Galawulo a former Senator from Liberia and Theophillus C. Gould who was an
Attorney General in Taylor's regime and his personal counsel.
Meanwhile, Taylor made his initial appearance at the Special Court on Monday at exactly 3pm.
He was driven to the court in a white, tinted jeep amidst tight security mounted by the UN
Mongolian forces and the Sierra Leone Police.
After the charges had been read to him, Taylor stated that he did not recognise the legality of the
Special Court to stand trial before them, since he was the 21st President of the Republic of Liberia
and enjoys immunity from prosecution. Taylor also requested that his trial be done in Sierra
Leone rather than at The Hague, so that he can have easy access to his family members in Liberia
and his witnesses. "I need the support of my family," he stated.
The presiding judge however, dismissed Taylor's assertion that he did not recognise the legality of
the Special Court and repeated his earlier question to Taylor as to whether he is guilty of the
charges against him. "Not guilty," Taylor replied.
On his second request to have the trial held in Freetown, the Trial Judge asked the Court Registrar
to write it down.
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Cocorioko website
6 April 2006
Opinion
Charles Taylor Should be Tried in Sierra Leone
By John Leigh
The recent arrest, transportation, detention and arraignment of Liberian ex-President Charles
Taylor at the UN-backed Special Court in Freetown, are a most welcomed development in the ongoing struggle to come to grips with warlord impunity, the criminalization of state power and
answering the cry of the people of Africa for justice.
On the other hand, the current chorus of calls to have Taylor's forthcoming war crimes trial
transferred to The Hague is misguided because transferring Taylor's trial to Europe would defeat a
cardinal reason underpinning the establishment of the Special Court.
A key objective in setting up the court to try those most responsible for war crimes in Sierra
Leone is to teach Africans first hand in their own country, the fundamentals of true justice procedural and substantive - and to drive home the fundamental democratic principle that no one
is above the law; with each person, no matter how high his position in society, shall be held
accountable for his/her unlawful deeds.
Demonstrating the proper administration of justice in a country widely known for its kleptocratic
elite, military elements notorious for unspeakable brutality and prone to subject females to sexual
servitude; and where might is deemed right is probably unbeatable as a nation-building tool. The
actual practice of accountability, transparency, fairness, objectivity in securing indictments
against genuinely culpable persons only and treating each and every defendant humanely and
with dignity, are fundamental democratic principles that African leaders must learn to live by.
These are the things the Special Court was set up to inculcate into the thinking processes of us
Sierra Leoneans, and which the Court has sought to accomplish since it commenced operations in
late 2002.
Should the trial of Taylor, the prime defendant among those charged with war crimes, be
transferred to the distant Hague for trial, these key benefits would be lost to the people of Sierra
Leone and her neighbors - benefits sorely needed to help countries such as Sierra Leone and
Liberia move forward with genuine democratic nation-building.
As it is, our country is still unstable, reeling from the consequences of Taylor's war. Additionally,
it continues to suffer from poor governance, deep poverty and shocking superstitions - the very
weaknesses that Taylor exploited in crafting his plunder of Sierra Leone and Liberia. The lessons
being taught by the on-going war crimes trials are still insufficient to generate lasting benefits to
the people of the region.
Transferring the trial of the most notorious defendant to far away Netherlands would render
worthless the little that has been learned so far. Absent the effective containment of impunity
and the criminal abuse of state power, nation-building efforts in several locales in Africa,
including Sierra Leone, will be stymied for years to come.
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By learning live the benefits of properly administered justice, we Sierra Leoneans are better able
to protect our rights, deal more effectively with abusive authority, reduce our reliance on
superstitious beliefs and thus better able to develop our countries on sound democratic principles.
Our leaders, civilian and military, observing firsthand how one of their own is compelled to
account before the bar of justice for his crimes in plain view of his victims, may be better able to
behave themselves by understanding the consequences of unconscionable wrongdoing.
Furthermore, it also does not seem right to have the real king pin among the defendant war
criminals spirited away to Europe while his fellow accused are held back to be tried locally.
Taylor's proposed transfer from Sierra Leone to The Hague will in itself inflate his prestige
among those prone to violence since his admirers would conclude that the whole world deems
Taylor as too big a fish to be tried locally.
This situation could easily be misconstrued by his supporters to mean that the more abusive one is
the more respect he garners from the international community.
To such people, Taylor's transfer abroad would seem like favored treatment, specially concocted
for the benefit of the most brutal of warlords out of perverse respect for the extreme horrors he
perpetrated. Popular perception in Africa is that conditions abroad are a lot superior to those at
home. Such pandering may even embolden some of his supporters into believing that the
international community deems Taylor to be a demigod who still retains the power to watch over
them should they decide to unleash another reign of terror.
In order to drive home the true benefits of properly administered justice, Taylor, like his fellow
war criminal defendants, should be held in the same humid place of detention, eat the same food
and tried by the same judges in the same courthouse nearest the scene of his crimes. All this, of
course, should be done in plain view of his victims, the corrupt members of the elite and our
military brutes.
Taylor's attorney, Mr. Vincent Nmehielle, wants the court to believe that Taylor would like to be
tried in Sierra Leone. Those of us who are familiar with Taylor's tactics know better: Taylor is
faking it. Taylor would rather be in Europe, as far away from his victims as possible. By
pretending he wants to be tried in Sierra Leone, Taylor is hoping that the court would deny his
request and, instead, be more motivated to ship him to Europe.
As an “escapologist”, Taylor knows he is better off in Europe than in Sierra Leone where
thousands of people are literally looking for the opportunity to administer vigilante justice.
Taylor knows that any escape from the protection of the United Nations detention facility would
most likely result in a self-imposed death sentence. Taylor also knows it would be a lot safer to
attempt escapes in Europe in case of any failed attempt.
Fears that Taylor's trial in Freetown may cause instability in Sierra Leone and Liberia and even
elsewhere in the sub-region clearly have substantial merit. There are thousands of excombatants, including many Taylor loyalists and admirers, walking the streets and byways of
Sierra Leone, Liberia and Ivory Coast. Some even hold lawful public office in Liberia. Many of
these people are disenchanted with the status quo. It is quite possible that a number of them may
get violent again once the trial date approaches.
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But the solution is not to rob Africans of the benefits of experiencing real justice administered
live involving their most powerful tormentor in front of their eyes in their own backyard; nor
should Africans be prevented from seeing a fearsome warlord-president compelled to account for
his crimes and learning key principles of justice and democracy from such a novel experience.
It is also not fair to deny the people the hope that our civilian and military leaders, too, are getting
an education from Taylor's in-country trial as the same thing could happen to them should they
step out of line in any significant way.
The appropriate solution to the instability issue is to tighten security in both Sierra Leone and
Liberia under a robust UN peacemaking mandate rather than pander to thuggish elements by
shifting the trial venue to a far away place. Then let those who believe that they are above the
law rear up their ugly heads once again and be dealt with under the rules of civilization.
Already, during the first two years of this Millennium, the United States most graciously spent
approximately $100 million to train at least seven ECOMOG battalions to help secure the peace
in Sierra Leone. In addition, there are a British Military Mission and British-trained security
forces in Sierra Leone, plus 15,000 UN Peacekeepers in Liberia. It is clear that the benefits of
trying Taylor in Freetown, including teaching Africans and their leaders firsthand the proper
administration of justice far outweigh the costs of activating internationally-trained security
forces to help maintain short term stability.
I submit, therefore, that Freetown is certainly the appropriate venue to hold Taylor and his fellow
accused war criminals accountable for their egregious crimes against the people of Sierra Leone.
Rather than concerning themselves with trying Taylor in Europe, world leaders should consider
doing FOUR things:
(i) Get active immediately in securing a suitable place for the long term incarceration of Africa's
most notorious warlord should he be convicted because Sierra Leone is going to remain a weak
and a relatively unstable state for some time to come unless a sea change in governance standards
and practice occurs soon.
(ii) Send forth the word to those officeholders and others in Liberia who threaten to make trouble
for the duly elected government face investigation and possible indictment for war crimes, crimes
against humanity and violations of international humanitarian law.
(iii) Consider making the Special Court as the permanent African branch of the International
Criminal Court because teaching Africans the means and ways of genuine justice cannot be based
on an ad hoc Special Court that depends on voluntary funding.
(iv) Press the Sierra Leone Government to institute civil legal action in a suitable democratic
country abroad on behalf of war victims and those who lost property as a result of war action for
loss of life, bodily injuries, violation of civil rights, pain and suffering as well as for damage,
destruction or the plunder of property, against those who profited from the war.
I had done work on instituting civil action in Washington but shortly after my recall as
ambassador, the law firm that had agreed to represent Sierra Leone suddenly withdrew from the
case, allegedly because of corrupt demands. Sierra Leone's war damage claims are still viable
and ought to be pursued if victims are ever to gain closure in this matter. Thank you.
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UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 5 April 2006
[The media summaries and press clips do not necessarily represent the views of UNMIL.]
International Clips on Liberia

Nigeria rejects Taylor death plot allegation
By Felix Onuah

ABUJA, April 5 (Reuters) - Nigeria dismissed as "an absolute falsehood" on Wednesday
accusations by a spiritual adviser of former Liberian President Charles Taylor that the
Nigerian president plotted to have Taylor assassinated. Indian-American evangelical preacher
Kilari Anand Paul, who helped persuade Taylor to leave office in 2003 as part of a deal to end
14 years of civil war in Liberia, has repeatedly accused the Nigerian government of
"betraying" Taylor.

Rights group says Taylor must get fair trial
By Rod MacJohnson

FREETOWN, April 5, 2006 (AFP) - Former West African warlord Charles Taylor must be
treated humanely and given a fair trial for crimes against humanity, rights group Amnesty
said Wednesday as the Liberian ex-president sought out a defence team.

U.N. court struggling to find country to take Charles Taylor
after trial
By NICK WADHAMS

Source: AP WorldStream Date: April 04, 2006
UNITED NATIONS_The U.N.-backed court that would prosecute former Liberian President
Charles Taylor has run into trouble trying to persuade any government to either imprison
him or give him asylum once the trial ends, diplomats said.

International Clips on West Africa

Maimed victims of Sierra Leone's war say they still are
victimized
By MICHELLE FAUL
Source: AP Alert – Medical Date: April 05, 2006

JUI, Sierra Leone_Rebels who hacked off the hands of civilians have scholarships and tool
kits to help rebuild their lives, but their victims say they have been cast aside by a society
keen to forget a savage war, taunted and left to beg on street corners. Even getting a bus
driver to stop is a problem. "They just drive by us because they say we are useless 'cut men'
with no money to pay them," said Maxwell Kornah, who was shot by rebels and had to have
his leg amputated 10 years ago.

Sierra Leone war crimes court _ an experiment in
international justice
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By HEIDI VOGT
Source: AP DataStream Date: April 04, 2006
DAKAR, Senegal_The Sierra Leone court that made Charles Taylor the first African president
to answer war crimes charges is an experiment in international justice, a hybrid tribunal
being tested by the debate over where the former Liberian president should be tried.

INTERVIEW-Sierra Leone happy to send Taylor to The Hague
By Nick Tattersall
FREETOWN, April 4 (Reuters) - Sierra Leone is happy for former Liberian leader Charles
Taylor to be tried in The Hague for war crimes committed during the West African country's
civil war, its vice president said in an interview on Tuesday.

Cote d'Ivoire: Disarmament talks on track at last
[This report does not necessarily reflect the views of the United Nations]

Bouke, 4 Apr 2006 (IRIN) - Rebel and army chiefs completed a first full round of working
talks on Tuesday in Cote d'Ivoire's rebel stronghold of Bouake in what was described by the
government as a sign of progress in efforts to reach an agreement over disarmament. "The
talks were fruitful and focused on the concerns of both forces and the establishment of a
structural framework," said a joint statement issued by Ivorian chief of staff Philippe Mangou
and rebel military leader Soumaila Bakayoko.

Local Media – Newspapers
Senate President Pro Tempore Rebuffs Claims of Silence on Taylor Surrender
(Heritage)

•

Addressing journalists in Monrovia yesterday, Senate President Pro Tempore Isaac
Nyenabo rejected claims by the National Patriotic Party (NPP) that the National
Legislature was mute on the transfer to Freetown of former President Charles Taylor,
asserting that the issue was beyond the authority and mandate of the Liberian
government.

Peacekeepers Appease Taylor Loyalists
(Daily Observer)
•

The UNMIL Bangladeshi Contingent Commander in Ganta, Nimba County, Lt.-Col.
Abdul Hoque, recently held a meeting over the weekend with ex-fighters loyal to
former President Taylor on ways to secure the peace in Liberia, amid fears that
Liberia could become unstable due to the trial of Mr. Taylor.

Political Party Says Taylor’s Transfer Infringed Peace Agreement
(The Analyst)
•

NPP Secretary-General John Whitfield told a news conference in Monrovia recently
that developments surrounding the termination of former President Taylor’s exile and
hasty transfer to Sierra Leone were a breach of the spirit and intent of the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement.

Relatives Say Sierra Leoneans Are Not Hostile to Taylor
(The Informer)
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•

Sierra Leoneans have not shown any hostile attitude toward relatives of former
President Taylor, a family spokesman, Sando Johnson, said, adding that Sierra
Leoneans were going about their normal businesses as if they did not care about the
former president’s trial.

Taylor’s Son May Get 10-Year Jail Term
(National Chronicle)

•

“Chuckie” Taylor, the son of former President Charles Taylor, would get a jail
sentence of 10 years if found guilty of passport fraud, a U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement spokesman said in a BBC report yesterday.

Former Foreign Minister Denies Having Role in Taylor’s Trial
(National Chronicle)

•

Contrary to a recent Liberian Express report, former Foreign Minister Monie Captan
has categorically denied even being contacted by the UN or any other group to serve
as a witness in the trial of former President Taylor. In his reaction via telephone and
email from Ghana, Mr. Captan said that neither he nor former Senate President Pro
Tempore Grace Minor—his mother-in-law—had any intention of playing any role in
Mr. Taylor’s trial.

Local Media – Radio Veritas (News monitored yesterday at 18:45 pm)
UN Security Council Extends Travel Ban on Lawmakers
• A United Nations press statement issued in New York yesterday shows that the
Security Council is maintaining its travel ban on former First Lady and Bong County
Senator Jewel Howard-Taylor and House of Representatives Speaker Edwin Snowe.
(Also reported on ELBS Radio and Star Radio)

Senate President Pro Tempore Rebuffs Claims of Silence on Taylor Surrender
(Also reported on ELBS Radio and Star Radio)

Finance Minister to Review Policy on Airport Immunity
• Finance Minister Antoinette Saryeh said that plans were underway to review the
immunities granted to some users of the Roberts International Airport (RIA).
(Also reported on ELBS Radio and Star Radio)

Sierra Leoneans Not Hostile toward Taylor Says Taylor’s Family
(Also reported on ELBS Radio and Star Radio)

Nigerian Government Denies Betraying Taylor
• Nigerian Government Spokesman Fani Kayode has dismissed claims that Nigerian
President Olusegun Obasanjo had betrayed former President Taylor.
(Also reported on ELBS Radio and Star Radio)

ELBS RADIO (News monitored yesterday at 19:00 pm)

Ruling Party Legislative Caucus Supports Taylor Turnover
• The ruling Unity Party Legislative Caucus Chairman Dr. Bhofal Chambers told
journalists yesterday that the arrest and surrender of former President Charles Taylor
was constitutional and legal because it was sanctioned by the international
community of which Liberia is a member.
STAR RADIO (News culled from website today at 09:00 am)

Methodist Relief Group Distributes School kits
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•

The United Methodist Committee on Relief (UMCOR) Program Officer Sheku Selah told
Star Radio yesterday that the organization has commenced the distribution of school
kids, medical equipment and sewing kids worth more than US$250,000 to over 60
institutions in Monrovia including the Group of 77, National Old Folks Home, Christian
Association of the Blind and the School of the Blind.

Complete versions of the UNMIL International Press Clips, UNMIL Daily Liberian Radio Summary and UNMIL Liberian
Newspapers Summary are posted each day on the UNMIL Bulletin Board. If you are unable to access the UNMIL Bulletin Board
or would like further information on the content of the summaries, please contact Mr. Jeddi Armah at armahj@un.org.
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IRIN
29 March 2006
LIBERIA: Taylor, stubborn since his childhood
[ This report does not necessarily reflect the views of the United Nations]

MONROVIA, 29 Mar 2006 (IRIN) - A year after
Charles Taylor launched his rebellion from deep in
the Liberian forest sparking war across the region
that cost more than 300,000 lives, his mother said
that he had always been a stubborn child.
“I borne Charles, and among all my children Charles’
attitude is just different. He is a very stubborn person
– since his childhood days,” Taylor’s mother, Yassa
Zoe Taylor told reporters in 1990.

© AP Photo
Former Liberian president,
Charles Taylor

Charles Taylor, charismatic and charming, a
showman with a zeal for costume and dramatic
effect, was born on 28 January 1948 in the small
riverbank town of Arthington, some 25 kilometres
outside the Liberian capital Monrovia.

The poor boy born of American slave-stock that carved out Liberia in the
1800s was educated in the United States, studying economics at Bentley
College in Boston, Massachusetts. While there Taylor joined the Union of
Liberian Associations in The Americas and was highly critical of the Liberian
government, in which current Liberian President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf was
Finance Minister.
Taylor, or Charlie to his friends, returned to Liberia in the late 1970s, shortly
after the country’s first bloody military coup d’etat staged by semi-literate
Master Sergeant Samuel Kanyon Doe. Executions and reprisals followed the
military takeover, including the killing of President William R Tolbert on
grounds of rampant corruption and mismanagement.
Doe appointed Taylor as Director General of the General Services Agency –
essentially the leader’s logistics man. But three years on, Taylor was accused
of stealing US $1 million of government money and he bolted to the United
States.
Despite his bloody military background, Doe was a frequent White House
guest under US President Ronald Reagan and the Liberian leader filed an
extradition suit for Taylor’s arrest and deportation.
The United States arrested and detained Taylor and sent him to Plymouth
County House of Correction in Massachusetts but after 15 months Taylor
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broke jail in September 1985; the circumstances of his escape remain murky.
While in prison, Taylor turned to former US Attorney General Ramsey Clark,
who is currently leading the defence in the trial of former Iraq president
Saddam Hussein.
After his jail-break, Taylor resurfaced in Libya, Burkina Faso, and Cote
d’Ivoire where he mustered financial support and men to launch his rebel
movement. Below is a chronology of Taylor’s rise and fall:

1989
December 24, 1989 - Civil war begins as Charles Taylor’s new rebel movement, the
National Patriotic Front of Liberia (NPFL), launches its anti-government crusade from
neighbouring Cote d’Ivoire. The first territory to fall is the border town of Butuo in Nimba
County, helped by guerrilla fighters trained in Libya. Taylor dubs himself “Tatay” meaning
father in the local Gio language, and many of the fighters he brought in were children.

1990
June 1990 - Charles Taylor’s rebels and Doe’s army battle in Monrovia leading to
indiscriminate killings of civilians and mass displacement.

1991
January 1991 - Rebel leader Charles Taylor throws out previously signed peace deals and
forms a government based in the central Liberian town of Gbarnga. At this stage his forces
control 90 percent of the country.

1997
July 19, 1997 - Charles Taylor is elected president during a break in the fighting, winning
75 percent of votes cast. His victory is widely seen as a desperate bid to bring an end to the
fighting.
August 2, 1997 - Charles Taylor is sworn in for a six-year term as president before six West
African heads of state, including former-soldier presidents Lansana Conte of neighbouring
Guinea and Sani Abacha of Nigeria.

1998
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June 28, 1998 - Charles Taylor urges nationals involved in a conflict in Sierra Leone to
return home. The appeal by Taylor followed an agreement in Abuja, Nigeria with his Sierra
Leone counterpart, Ahmad Tejan Kabbah, in which they agreed to stop supporting each
other's rivals.

1999
July 1999 - A rebel group of exiled Liberians form a rebel faction in Freetown, Sierra Leone,
named Liberians United for Reconciliation and Democracy (LURD) to oppose Taylor’s regime.

2000
May 15, 2000 – Sierra Leonean rebels, the Revolutionary United Front (RUF), hand over
124 UN peacekeepers held hostage for several weeks, after the intervention of Charles
Taylor. The UN petitions Taylor to use his influence to intervene after 500 UN troops are
captured by the flip-flop clad, gun-toting rebels.
May 19, 2000 - A US government delegation headed by the Reverend Jesse Jackson and
accompanied by Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs Howard Jeter, the
former special envoy to Liberia, arrive in Monrovia to discuss with President Charles Taylor
how the crisis in neighbouring Sierra Leone might be ended.
June 13, 2000 - European Union foreign ministers agree to a British request to suspend
millions of dollars in aid to Liberia over its support for rebels in neighbouring Sierra Leone.
The British government accuses Taylor of selling guns to the RUF in exchange of diamonds.
July 19, 2000 - Charles Taylor admits that his government has links with Sierra Leone’s
RUF rebels, saying the ties are “constructive and should be used in a positive way as in the
case of the release of over 500 UN personnel taken hostage by the rebels. I have always told
the RUF that next to God is the United Nations. It is terribly stupid to take UN personnel
hostage.”
July 17, 2000 - US Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs Thomas Pickering meets
with Taylor in Monrovia, and expresses Washington’s displeasure over Liberia's alleged role
in the war in neighbouring Sierra Leone. Pickering said, "satisfied with the evidence it has
seen regarding Liberia's involvement in Sierra Leone and that if Liberia fails to act positively
it would mean severe consequences for bilateral relations between Monrovia and
Washington, and possibly the entire international community”. Taylor remained indignant:
“We refuse to accept and reject efforts on the part of any nation to muffle this country.”

2001
February 7, 2001 - The Government of Liberia announces the departure from Liberia of
Sierra Leonean warlord Sam Bockarie and the closure of the RUF liaison office in Liberia.
Bockarie was a notorious guerrilla fighter, nicknamed ‘Mosquito’ for his ability to catch
victims off guard and an alleged advocate of the RUF tactic of hacking off the hands and feet
of civilians.
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March 7, 2001 - The UN Security Council in Resolution 1343 demands the government of
Liberia immediately cease support for the RUF in Sierra Leone and for other armed rebel
groups in the region and take the following steps: expel all RUF members from Liberia,
prohibit all RUF activities on Liberian territory, order the RUF to release all abductees,
weapons and equipment seized from UN peacekeepers.
April 12, 2001 - Liberian government says a letter from the Deputy Governor of the Central
Bank of Liberia to the Minister of Justice confirmed the non-existence of RUF accounts in
commercial banks in Liberia (with the exception of former RUF leader Foday Sankoh’s
personal account with the Liberian Bank for Development and Investment credited with US$
500).

2002
February 8, 2002 - Charles Taylor declares a state of emergency in Liberia placing a ban on
all mass political rallies following clashes between government troops and rebel fighters in
the interior. After several months, he lifts the ban on September 16.

2003
March 7, 2003 - The judge of the Special Court for Sierra Leone approves an arrest warrant
and indictment on 17 counts of war crimes charges against Charles Taylor.
May 6, 2003 – Taylor’s government announces that notorious Sierra Leonean rebel leader
Sam Bockarie, wanted for war crimes by a UN-backed special court, has been killed in a
shoot-out on the Liberian border with Cote d'Ivoire. Bockarie had been living in Monrovia up
to his death.
June 4, 2003 - At the formal opening ceremony of Liberian peace talks in Accra, Ghana –
attended by Taylor and rebel leaders - the Special Court issues Charles Taylor’s arrest
warrant, but the Ghanaian government denied receiving the warrant and indictment. Before
returning home, Taylor makes a formal declaration to step down as Liberian president to
make way for peace.
June 12, 2003 - Taylor demands in a hastily arranged news conference in Monrovia that his
indictment for war crimes by a Special Court in Sierra Leone be rescinded as a condition for
peace in Liberia and the sub-region saying, "Peace in Liberia is dependent and hangs upon
that particular situation [the indictment]. It has to be removed," He described his indictment
as “racist, politically motivated and aimed at disgracing an African leader...Washington,
London did it. They can help to fix it. It is not about Taylor, it is about the question can
Africa be free. It sets an unhealthy precedent. Tomorrow it could be Museveni, Kagame,
Mugabe, Gbagbo," he added, referring to the presidents of Uganda, Rwanda, Zimbabwe and
Cote d'Ivoire.
July 6, 2003 - Charles Taylor buckles under US-led international pressure and agrees to
leave Liberia and take up asylum in Nigeria after being offered shelter by Nigerian President
Olusegun Obasanjo.
July 23, 2003 - Taylor’s lawyers and the Liberian government file an application to the
Sierra Leone Special Court to quash the indictment against him citing “immunity as head of
state”. Court prosecutors throw out Taylor’s application.
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August 10, 2003 - Charles Taylor, in a live radio address announces his resignation the
following day, handing power to vice president, Moses Blah. Taylor criticises US President
George Bush on his insistence that he leave the country which he calls “a foolish policy that
would hurt Liberia”.
August 11, 2003 - Charles Taylor steps down handing over power to his vice president.
Three African leaders travel to Monrovia to watch the ceremony. Taylor, dressed head to toe
in white, makes an impassioned speech, closing with: “God willing, I will be back.”
December 4, 2003 - At the request of the Special Court, Interpol issues a Red Notice from
Lyon, France for Charles Taylor declaring him as wanted. The arrest warrant follows a
cooperative agreement signed between the Court and Interpol on November 3, 2003.

2004
March 7, 2004 - Special Court investigators search the private residence of Charles Taylor
in Monrovia to find information for the court prosecution.
March 12, 2004 - UN Security Council in resolution 1532 orders the freeze of Charles
Taylor’s economic and financial assets - including those of his wife, children and some of his
senior officials - to prevent them from engaging in activities that might undermine peace and
stability in Liberia and the region.
March 16, 2004 - Taylor’s lawyers file an application to Liberia’s Supreme Court to restrain
investigators from searching Taylor’s home, but the Court denies the application.
April 12, 2004 - Liberia's transitional leader, Gyude Bryant says Taylor should remain in
Nigeria, “This transitional government will not request that Taylor be removed from Nigeria.
His presence there is part of the peace process.”
May 31, 2004 - Special Court rules against an application by Charles Taylor’s lawyers to
dismiss the indictment against him.
June 24, 2004 - Emyr Jones Parry, head of a UN Security Council delegation touring West
Africa says in Monrovia, “It is a matter of time, in due course, Taylor will face justice. There
cannot be impunity for Charles Taylor.”
July 6, 2004 - Liberia's transitional government rejects a petition from local human rights
groups to pressure the Nigerian government to hand over Charles Taylor to face war crimes
charges in Sierra Leone. The parliament said, “Allowing Taylor to face the Court in Freetown,
Sierra Leone, will hamper the [Liberian] peace process.”

2005
July 4, 2005 - Liberia's interim government calls for the exile agreement of former
president Charles Taylor to be reviewed, after accusing him of repeatedly breaking the terms
of his asylum in Nigeria with daily phonecalls back home issuing orders to supporters that
could threaten peace in Liberia and beyond.
July 28, 2005 - Liberian interim leader Gyude Bryant, Guinean Prime Minister Cellou Diallo
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and Sierra Leonean President Ahmad Tejan Kabbah in a joint statement call for the review of
Charles Taylor’s asylum deal in Nigeria, citing interference that could undermine regional
peace.

2006
March 5, 2006 – Liberian President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf sends a communication to the
Nigerian government requesting Charles Taylor be turned over for transmission to the
Special Court for trial.
March 17, 2006 – Nigerian President Olusegun Obasanjo’s office confirms in a statement
that President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf had made a “formal request” for the extradition of
former warlord Charles Taylor.
March 25, 2006 - President Olusegun Obasanjo sends a Special Envoy to Liberia to inform
President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf that the “Government of Liberia is free to take former
President Charles Taylor into its custody.”
March 27, 2006 - Liberia’s President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf tells religious leaders in Monrovia
that her government does not have the capacity to bring Charles Taylor to Monrovia, but
rather the Court which indicted him has the responsibility to do so.
March 28, 2006 - A statement from the Nigerian presidency announces that Charles Taylor
has disappeared from his luxurious exiled mansion in Calabar, southeastern Nigeria.
March 29, 2006 – Nigerian police confirm the arrest of Charles Taylor in northern Nigeria,
near the border with Cameroon. Taylor is rapidly put on a plane for the capital Abuja, before
departing for Liberia. UN forces arrest and handcuff Charles Taylor on the runway in
Monrovia, Liberia, before taking him by helicopter to the custody of the Special Court in
Sierra Leone.
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IRIN
4 April 2006
Cote d'Ivoire: Disarmament talks on track at last
[ This report does not necessarily reflect the views of the United Nations]
BOUAKE, 4 Apr 2006 (IRIN) - Rebel and army chiefs completed a first full round of working
talks on Tuesday in Cote d'Ivoire's rebel stronghold of Bouake in what was described by the
government as a sign of progress in efforts to reach an agreement over disarmament.
"The talks were fruitful and focused on the concerns of both forces and the establishment of a
structural framework," said a joint statement issued by Ivorian chief of staff Philippe Mangou and
rebel military leader Soumaila Bakayoko.
"The atmosphere was so joyful that it was difficult to imagine that there have been disagreements
between the two forces," Ivorian Defence Minister Rene Aphing said after the talks. "We have
clearly turned the page."
The five key political players of the conflict in Cote d'Ivoire agreed in March that regular talks
between loyalist and rebel forces should resume as part of a new peace deal designed to reunite
the war-divided nation and prepare for presidential elections planned for October.
Analysts say that trust between both forces must be restored before the long-awaited disarmament
process can begin. There has been no fighting since Ivorian planes broke the cease-fire agreement
and bombed rebel targets in 2004, but neither has there been reconciliation.
42,000 ex combatants of the New Forces movement, 5000 members of the regular army, and
12,000 militia members loyal to President Laurent Gbagbo in the west of the country must all be
disarmed.
The newly appointed chairman of the national disarmament commission, Gaston Ouassenan
Kone, a retired general and ally of Prime Minister Charles Konan Banny, demanded the necessary
cooperation to accomplish this mission.
"It is a difficult mission to disarm, demobilise, reinsert and rehabilitate the groups that have
suffered and continue to suffer over three years of crisis. We will do everything to win the
confidence of the Prime Minister that it is possible,” said Kone.
Talks will continue next week when the parties will discuss a timetable for disarmament. Other
key issues may also be tabled including a shared military command and the creation of a new
national army.

