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TAYLOR GOES BANKRUPT IN SCSL CELL
By Joseph Kamanda from Freetown
Wednesday June 14, 2006
The UN backed Special Court for Sierra Leone Registrar, Mr. Lovemore Munlo, Monday 12th June
this year said in Freetown that the war criminal, ex-Liberian President Mr. Charles Taylor does not
have sufficient funds to present his own defence for his trial thus the court through its Principal
Defender has provided him with defence team whom are already at work.
Whiles addressing journalist in a press conference Munlo said the prosecutor has already moved to
make a disclosure of the document which has been used in order to establish Taylor’s case, adding
that the defence lawyers are now looking into the document.
The SCSL Registrar said the question of moving Mr. Taylor’s trial from Sierra Leone to whenever
it could be, engrosses finance adding that the indictee’s pre-trial has been moved from Trail
Chamber One to Two.
On where the trial war criminal, should be tried, he said “that would be adequately addressed by the
SCSL President and not the Registrar.”
Mr. Munlo further discloses that the Armed Forces Revolutionary Council defence cases started on
the fifth June this year. He added that the Civil Defence Forces’ which started from 19th January
has moved from prosecution to defence stage, with presently twenty-seven witnesses, while the
Revolutionary United Front’s is at its advance stage of prosecution
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United Nations

Nations Unies

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL)
UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 13 June 2006
[The media summaries and press clips do not necessarily represent the views of UNMIL.]
International Clips on Liberia

Security Council votes to ease arms embargo on Liberia
UNITED NATIONS, June 13, 2006 (AFP) - The Security Council on Tuesday unanimously
adopted a resolution easing the UN arms embargo on Liberia to enable government security
forces to establish law and order in the fragile West African country. The US-drafted text
stated that an existing ban on arms sales to Liberia "shall not apply to limited supplies of
weapons and ammunition, as approved in advance on a case-by-case basis" to newly vetted
and trained Liberian security forces. It added that the ban also will not apply to weapons and
ammunition already provided to members of Liberia's Special Security Service for training
purposes.
AP 06/12/2006 16:17:52

Liberian demonstrators attack U.N. refugee agency in Sierra
Leone
FREETOWN, Sierra Leone_Liberian refugees attacked the Sierra Leone headquarters of the
U.N. refugee agency on Monday, ransacking and looting the office, United Nations officials and
police said. "The demonstrators gained entrance into the main building and ransacked the
ground floor, destroying computers and office equipment," said Christian Strohmann,
spokesman for the office of United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, or UNHCR.

President Sacks ministers in anti-graft drive
MONROVIA, June 12, 2006 (AFP) - Liberian President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf has sacked three
senior government officials, including two junior ministers, for graft as she embarks on an
anti-corruption drive, her office said Monday. "President Sirleaf has dismissed three senior
officials of government, endorsed the dismissal of five civil servants, approved the transfer of
18, and ordered legal action against several others," said a statement from her office.
06/12/2006 03:58:00

China fuelling conflicts, abuses with arms sales, Amnesty says
Beijing_(dpa) _ China is helping to fuel conflicts and human rights abuses by selling arms to
some of the world's poorest and least democratic nations, Amnesty International said Monday.
Governments have used Chinese arms to kill civilians and commit other human rights abuses
in countries including Sudan, Nepal and Liberia, the London-based rights group said in a
special report on China titled, "Sustaining conflict and human rights abuses."

International Clips on West Africa

Soccer-World-Ivorian youths rampage over match power cut
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ABIDJAN, June 12 (Reuters) - Angry soccer supporters in Ivory Coast attacked the state
electricity company's offices when the power failed minutes after the West African nation
began its first ever World Cup finals game on Saturday. The blackout was a double blow to
fans in the southwestern Soubre region coming just minutes after national football team "the
Elephants" conceded a goal to Argentina in the hard-fought match which the South Americans
went on to win 2-1.

US Donated Boats Arrest Smugglers
By Mariama Kandeh

Freetown, Jun 12, 2006 (Concord Times/All Africa Global Media via COMTEX) -- Newly donated
United States patrol boats to the RSLAF (Republic of Sierra Leone Armed Forces) Maritime
Wing has apprehended a boat that was allegedly smuggling goods to Guinea, a release from
the Defense Ministry states.

Local Media - Newspapers
UN Considers Reprieve to Persons on Travel Ban and Asset Freeze Lists
(Daily Observer)

•
•

According to a recent UN report, people affected by the UN travel ban and asset freeze
may soon get a reprieve if they are found to have severed their relations with former
President Charles Taylor.
The UN said those concerned include: Cyril Allen, House Speaker Edwin Snowe, Charles
Bright, Senator Jewel Howard Taylor, Moussa Cisse, Gerald Cooper, Gabriel Doe,
Wesseh Dennis, Montgomery Doe, former House Speaker George Dweh, former Senator
Myrtle Gibson, Momo Giba, Victor Bout, Richard Ammar Chichakli, James Dennis, Gerald
Desnos, Benoni Urey and Ibraham Balde.

Pro-Democracy Group Hails Dutch Court’s Decision
(Daily Observer)

•

In a press release issued in Monrovia yesterday, the Foundation for International
Dignity praised a Dutch court’s conviction and sentencing to eight years in prison of the
Dutch timber merchant Guus van Kouwenhoven. An associate of former President
Charles Taylor, Mr. Kouwenhoven was found guilty of breaking a UN arms embargo on
Liberia.

Information Ministry and Press Union to Forge Partnership
(The Inquirer and The Analyst)

•
•

The Information Ministry and the Press Union of Liberia (PUL) met recently in Monrovia
to reaffirm their commitment to collaborate on matters affecting journalists and
generally promoting press freedom in Liberia.
The meeting which followed protest letter from the PUL to President Ellen JohnsonSirleaf in which the PUL complained of intimidation and attacks on journalists by state
security personnel was attended by Deputy Information Minister Richmond Anderson,
Assistant Information Minister Gabriel Williams, PUL President George Barpeen and
other officials.

Liberians and Sierra Leoneans Call for Legislation on Small Arms Control
(The News and The Informer)

•

A meeting on small arms control in the Mano River basin was held early this week in
Tieni, Grand Cape Mount County. Delegates from Liberia and Sierra Leone called for
legislation to guard against the proliferation of small arms in the sub-region.

Truth Commission Members Complete Training in South Africa
(The Analyst and The Informer)
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•
•

A nine-member delegation of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC) returned
to the country over the weekend after completing a 10-day capacity building training
and study tour of the Republic of South Africa
The South African Foundation for Human Rights sponsored the training and study tour
meant to expose commissioners of the Liberian TRC to the South experience and to
learn from the TRC process in South Africa, a TRC press release said.

Sierra Leone’s President Wants Taylor Detained in England
(New Democrat and Liberian Express)

•

Sierra Leone’s President Ahmed Tejan Kabbah told the BBC yesterday that it would be
“very helpful’’ if the UK would agree to imprison former President Charles Taylor if he is
convicted at a war crimes trial. Meanwhile, Sweden, one of the countries which earlier
rejected the proposal to imprison Mr. Taylor, has now agreed to do so.

Local Media –

ELBS

Radio

President Returns from Women’s Conference in Bamako, Mali
• President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf yesterday returned to Liberia after attending a women’s
conference on gender, peace and security in Africa which was held in Bamako, Mali, an
Executive Mansion statement said.
(Also reported on Star Radio)

Suspected Terrorist Soldiers Appeal for Clemency
• The spokesman of the detained former Armed Forces of Liberia soldiers who are being
tried on terrorism, Saydee Tarley, has appealed to the Government of Liberia for
clemency. Mr. Tarley told journalists yesterday that he and his detained colleagues
were not part of the planners of a riot which resulted in the charges, adding that a
handful of disgruntled men had carried out the demonstration.
(Also reported on Star Radio)

Ghana Police Nab Liberian Murder Suspect
• According to correspondents at the Buduburam refugee camp in Ghana, the Ghanaian
police have arrested a Liberian identified as Samuel David Whitherspoon and charged
him with murdering his wife Amelia Naomi Whitherspoon. Mr. Witherspoon, 45, had
allegedly stabbed Amelia in their bedroom and set it on fire while the victim was lying
inside unconscious. The suspect, Mr. Witherspoon, escaped but was arrested in Accra.
(Also reported on Star Radio)
STAR RADIO (News culled from website today at 09:00 am)

Body of 19-Year-Old Woman Found in Suacoco, Bong County
• Bong County Criminal Investigation Division Chief, Capt. Luka Gono told a Star Radio
correspondent that the body of 19-year-old Annie Flomo was found in Suacoco District,
Bong County after she had gone for a walk with her boyfriend. Capt. Gono said that
investigators had established that the deceased was beaten to death.
Decomposed Bodies of Sierra Leonean Fishermen Found
• The decomposed bodies of three Sierra Leonean fishermen have been found off the
shores of Sowee in Tewor District, Grand Cape Mount County. A Talking Drum Studio
correspondent said that the three fishermen had gone missing when their boat allegedly
capsized 45 kilometres off the shores of Robertsport, Cape Mount County.
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SECURITY COUNCIL ADJUSTS LIBERIA ARMS EMBARGO,
UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTING RESOLUTION 1683 (2006)

Recognizing the need for newly vetted and trained security forces to assume greater
responsibility for Liberia’s national security, the Security Council today adjusted the arms embargo
it imposed on that country on 22 December 2003 to allow for weapons and ammunition to be used
for training purposes and by members of the Government, police and security forces.
Unanimously adoption resolution 1683 (2006) under Chapter VII of the Charter, the Council
decided that weapons and ammunition already provided to members of Liberia’s Special Security
Service would remain in their custody for the Service’s unencumbered operational use.
The Council further decided that limited supplies of such materiel, to be approved in
advance, on a case-by-case basis, by its Sanctions Committee, could be used by members of the
Government, police and security forces who had been vetted and trained since the inception of the
United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) in October 2003.
It further decided that the Liberian Government should submit such a request for the use of
those limited supplies to the Sanctions Committee and should subsequently mark such weapons and
ammunition and maintain a registry of them. The Government was to formally notify the
Committee that those steps were taken.
In a related provision, the Council requested UNMIL to inspect inventories of weapons and
ammunition obtained in accordance with the above provisions to ensure all such materiel was
accounted for, and to make periodic reports to the Sanctions Committee on its findings.
The Council reiterated the importance of UNMIL’s continuing assistance to the Liberian
Government, the Committee established by resolution 1521 (2003), and the Panel of Experts,
including in monitoring the implementation of the sanctions imposed by that resolution.
Called to order at 10:06 a.m., the meeting adjourned at 10:10 a.m.
Security Council Resolution
The full text of resolution 1683 (2006) reads as follows:
“The Security Council,
“Recalling its previous resolutions and statements by its President on the situation in Liberia
and West Africa,
“Welcoming the leadership of newly elected President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf and her efforts
to restore peace, security and harmony throughout Liberia,
“Underscoring the continuing need for the United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) to
support the Government of Liberia in building a stable environment that will allow democracy to
flourish,
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“Recognizing the need for newly vetted and trained Liberian security forces to assume
greater responsibility for national security, including policing, intelligence gathering, and executive
protection,
“Determining that, despite significant progress having been made in Liberia, the situation
there continues to constitute a threat to international peace and security in the region,
“Acting under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations,
“1.
Decides that the measures imposed by paragraph 2 (a) and (b) of resolution 1521
(2003) shall not apply to the weapons and ammunition already provided to members of the Special
Security Service (SSS) for training purposes pursuant to advance approval under paragraph 2 (e) by
the Committee established by paragraph 21 of that resolution and that those weapons and
ammunition may remain in the custody of the SSS for unencumbered operational use;
“2.
Further decides that the measures imposed by paragraph 2 (a) and (b) of resolution
1521 (2003) shall not apply to limited supplies of weapons and ammunition, as approved in advance
on a case-by-case basis by the Committee, intended for use by members of the Government of
Liberia police and security forces who have been vetted and trained since the inception of the
United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) in October 2003;
“3.
Decides that a request made in accordance with paragraph 2 shall be submitted to the
Committee by the Government of Liberia and the exporting State, and, in case of approval, the
Government of Liberia shall subsequently mark the weapons and ammunition, maintain a registry
of them, and formally notify the Committee that these steps have been taken;
“4.
Reiterates the importance of UNMIL’s continuing assistance to the Government of
Liberia, the Committee established by paragraph 21 of resolution 1521 (2003) and the Panel of
Experts, within its capabilities and areas of deployment, and without prejudice to its mandate,
including in monitoring the implementation of the measures in paragraphs 2, 4, 6 and 10 of
resolution 1521 (2003), and in this regard requests UNMIL to inspect inventories of weapons and
ammunition obtained in accordance with paragraphs 1 and 2 above to ensure all such weapons and
ammunition are accounted for, and to make periodic reports to the Committee established by
paragraph 21 of resolution 1521 (2003) on its findings;
“5.

Decides to remain seized of the matter.”
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Voice of America
Tuesday, 13 June 2006
AU Committee Considers Action in Case of Former Chadian President
By Howard Lesser
Washington, DC
In Addis Ababa, a committee of African Union Eminent Jurists has been considering the available
options for putting former Chadian President Hissene Habre on trial. The committee plans to release
its conclusions at an A.U. Summit in Banjul, Gambia next month.
Reed Brody is special counsel for the organization Human Rights Watch. He told English to Africa
reporter Howard Lesser that while Belgium is the most realistic venue for a trial, the ultimate
disposition of the case rests with the government of Senegal. “The committee of jurists, if it really
does its job, will first of all reaffirm that it is Senegal and not the African Union that has a legal
obligation in this case. What the committee and what the African Union have to do is come up with
a feasible, fundable, practical way for Hissene Habre to be brought to justice.”
When Senegal failed to prosecute Habre, a court in Belgium agreed to conduct a four-year
investigation of allegations against him. He was indicted last year for crimes against humanity and
torture. Brody says when Senegal left a decision on Habre to the African Union, it asked the
regional body to recommend whether Dakar should put him on trial, hand him over to Belgium for
trial, or extradite him to face justice in another country.
“Given the political realities around the African Union, that the preference is for an African trial,
Human Rights Watch as well as Habre’s victims would be happy with a trial in Africa as long as it
actually happens. What we don’t want to see is the African Union just saying, ‘Well, OK, we’re just
going to explore further the possibilities for a trial in Africa, or to make some vague call for the
setting up of a permanent African court that we all know would cost hundreds of thousands of
dollars and that would never see the light of day.’”
Human Rights Watch’s Reed Brody says Habre’s case lends itself to a simpler solution than that of
Charles Taylor. “What we’re asking the African Union is to help Senegal live up to its international
obligations. Senegal cannot avoid those obligations by passing the case to the African Union.”
Brody calls the leadership of Liberian President Sirleaf and Nigerian President Obasanjo in handing
Taylor over to the Sierra Leone Court a psychological breakthrough for Africa. “Hopefully, the
cycle of impunity, has taken a hit with the case of Charles Taylor and hopefully, it will take another
hit with the case of Hissene Habre.”
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Special Court Supplement
Transcript of Registrar’s Press Conference
Monday, 12 June 2006
MR ANDERSEN: I would like to begin now. I want to thank all of you for coming, especially those
of you who have just come back safely from what I hope to be a very productive SLAJ conference
in Kenema. I am going to introduce the panellist
speakers today, and then I am going to get out
of their way and let them talk. Now this is, as I
think most of you know, in the centre, this is the
Registrar of the Special Court, and there’s some
pieces of paper around for you to check the
right spelling of names. This is Mr Lovemore
Munlo, S.C., and next to him, the Principal
Defender, Prof. Vincent Nmehielle – especially
check the spelling for his name, I don’t want to
see it in the paper wrong. And on the left, I’m
sorry our left your right, is Dr. Donald Harding. He’s the Medical Officer at the Special Court. And
so, I’d like to turn it over to Mr Munlo.
MR MUNLO: Thank you Peter. And good morning to members of the press. I thought that since we
are in the middle of the year now, this is June, this might be a good time for us to meet so I can brief
you about the work of the Court, where we are, where we propose to go, and also hear feedback
from you.
As you know now, two of our cases have moved drastically from the Prosecution case to the
Defence case. The AFRC Defence case has just started on 5 June of this year and it is in progress.
The CDF case, as all of you know, this 19 January this year we moved from the Prosecution to the
Defence and at the moment we have the Defence presenting 27 witnesses which is quite an
advance. The RUF case is still in the Prosecution but at an advanced stage. We think, very soon, the
Prosecution may be closing their case, and it will also go into Defence.
So within this year, all of the three cases we have been dealing with up to now will be in Defence.
And the focus now is moving away from the time when the Prosecutor was presenting his case, to
the defendants, who have their day in Court to present their defence to these cases. So I thought it
was very important that I should talk about these three cases, and where we are with these three
cases. The Charles Taylor case, you all know that it was assigned to Trial Chamber II. Now we are
in what we call a preliminary phase of the case, almost moving to the pre-trial phase of the case.
What happens usually is that first of all we have to get a Defence lawyer for the defendant if he has
not managed to meet his own defence. The Principal Defender here, acting under Rule 45 of the
Rules of Procedure, determined that at the moment Mr Charles Taylor does not have sufficient
funds to present his own Defence, so he appointed, or assigned, counsel to Mr Charles Taylor. And
the assigned counsel is already busy at work. So far he has already made preliminary motions to the
Court. You know some of them; the Court has already made the rulings on preliminary motions that
he has put before the court. The Prosecutor has already moved to make disclosures of the
documents which he will be using in order to establish his case. The Defence lawyers are now
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looking at those documents. So that’s where we are with the cases over the ten accused persons who
are under the Special Court.
I thought I should also brief you about funding. I am pleased to tell you that the court has now
sufficient funds to complete activities up to the 31 January next year. So that’s the status of funding.
After that, I think I have given you sufficient briefing. I wait now to hear from you. I thank you.
MR ANDERSEN: I’d like to ask, since we have guests here, and we have a host which is the Sierra
Leone News Agency, as we begin the questions, could we lead that off with our host Mr
(Mohamed) Samura.
QUESTION: Thank you very much, I welcome you. I think I have two questions, the first one is
about Sam Hinga Norman and the rumours that he was dead; and secondly, the report that Sweden
has already accepted to host jail Charles Taylor after his trial. I wanted to confirm that.
MR MUNLO: Can you go over that point?
QUESTION: I understand that Sweden has accepted to host Charles Taylor after the trial is
completed. So I wanted to confirm that.
MR MUNLO: Fine, okay, only Mr Hinga Norman’s health, all I can say is that he is not dead, he is
still attending his case in the Court, but I have the Principal Defender here who is acting in the
interests of the accused persons, the defendants. I have also a resident doctor for the Special Court,
whose business it is to look at the medical conditions of the inmates. So maybe they will say
something about that.
About Sweden, I hear that from you. I have no confirmation to make because I have not heard an
official view. What I am seeing is what I am seeing in the papers. From my perspective, we have no
final way. As you know, the question where Charles Taylor will be tried, you have read in the
papers the interview that Justice King had relating to the application that was made by the Defence
lawyer. He has made it appear that the question where Charles Taylor will be tried is a matter for
the president of the court, not for the registrar to decide, so I thought that I would make that
information available to you, which you already have.
PROF NMEHIELLE: Well, on the issue of Mr Hinga Norman, I can only tell you that Mr Norman
is not dead, he’s alive, so that whatever rumour you heard about his death is not true and his case is
proceeding. That’s all I can say.
MR ANDERSEN: Doctor, you want to say something about that?
DR HARDING: No, you’re next (gestures to reporter)
MR ANDERSEN: Okay, if we could take it one at a time. Before you ask a question, if you could
say who you are, and what media organisation you represent.
DR HARDING: She has a follow up question
QUESTION: I am Agnes Pratt of 98.1. What is the present health of Hinga Norman? And then, the
other question I want to ask is that I hear something over the BBC that Charles Taylor have been
provided with DSTV and so forth. Did you provide those things for the other alleged accused in the
Special Court?
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MR MUNLO: Hinga Norman first, and then I will answer about Charles Taylor.
DR HARDING: What I want to tell you first is that Hinga Norman is in good health. Like
everybody here, we all have our medical conditions, OKAY, and Mr Norman has a medical
condition that is not life threatening, and the Court is actively taking care of that. That’s all I will
tell you.
QUESTION: (Christo Johnson, Reuters) Will you tell about these health conditions? You are the
medical doctor. We want to hear the expert talk about health conditions.
DR HARDING: Yes, but I’m afraid that I won’t be very much explicit as I would be going against
special confidentiality. I’m not sure that Mr Norman would like me to tell you that he’s got this,
he’s got that. But what I can say is that he’s got a condition that is not life threatening.
QUESTION: this is another question for the registrar.
MR MUNLO: Wait, the other reporter asked us two questions. She asked about whether Charles
Taylor has DSTV. What I can say is that in the detention facility, as a part of the creation for all
detainees – not only for Charles Taylor, for all detainees – we have television. They’re entitled
during the time they are out of Court to watch television. And that facility is not for Mr Charles
Taylor alone. He found it there. It is extended to everybody else. That’s what I wanted to say.
QUESTON: My name is Clarence Roy Macaulay and I write for the Associated Press. What do you
mean by saying the matter where Charles Taylor should be tried is the matter for the President of
the Court to decide? What do you mean by that?
MR MUNLO: You see, in all proceedings, it is the Court that decides, they have a judicial calendar.
The judicial calendar is made by the Judges. They set a programme on how they are going to hear
cases. So they will instruct the Registrar to set up the cases, and the Registrar will immediately start
preparing the accused persons to go in the Court and continue the case that has been heard. Now , in
the specific case of Charles Taylor, the Registrar already assigned this case to Trial Chamber II.
This is why you remember the day that you came to Court you found a Trial Chamber II Judge
asking Mr Charles Taylor to plead to the counts that the Prosecutor is bringing against him. After
that, then they will have to put a date on when they start this case. And they will also have to decide
where the case will be held. This is the prerogative of the President of the Court. I must refer you
again to what Justice King said. If you read the study when he was being interviewed about the
decision that they made to the application that the Defence lawyer for Charles Taylor had filed
away for the Court on the question where the case is going to be held. You remember the report.
Justice King ordered that the decision that was made indicated that the question where the case will
be held is a matter for the President of the Court to decide.
QUESTION: Why is it a matter for the President to decide? Might it be better for the Security
Council be allowed to decide?
MR MUNLO: Well, if you read the decision, it talks about the diplomatic functions of the
President, obviously if you have to move Mr Charles Taylor, there are so many questions to decide,
there are logistics, there are questions of finance, there are questions of getting in touch with the
countries that we are asking whether they will accept to have case tried in their country. So those
are some of the preliminary issues the President will deal with before he makes up his decision. For
example, he will not make a decision to move the case if he has no country which has accepted the
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demand that he can be tried in that country. So, those are diplomatic functions that the President
will take in deciding the parameters within which to make his decision whether to get this case out
of the country.
QUESTION: Suppose you don’t find a country that will take Charles Taylor and try him, will you
try him here?
MR MUNLO: That’s when the President, after having all these issues, will make his decision. The
decision will be from the President. I want to make this clear. The Court works according to the
rules which it has set for itself. It is not within the powers of the Registrar to decide where a case
will be held. It is a function of the President – I want to emphasise that – the President of the court.
QUESTOIN: Now I think the final part… radio sessions of the trials RUF and AFRC (indistinct)
MR MUNLO: I couldn’t hear him.
ANDERSEN: How much more money do you need to carry us through to the verdicts, and how
much additional will you need for Charles Taylor’s trial?
MR MUNLO: Well, we make a budget at the end of each year. I can tell you about the budget we
are submitting from the first of July this year to the 30 June next year. The budget, which has not
yet been approved, has put us at $27 million.
QUESTION: How much do you have now?
MR MUNLO: I have money to last up to 31 January this year—next year. Again, I want to correct
one thing. You have said I stated that the final verdict will come at the end of the year. I did not say
that. What I said was before this year ends all these three cases will be in the Defence and the focus
for the court will be on the Defence to put their cases before the court. They have, in other words,
they will have their day in Court. They are going to have their day in the court now the focus will be
on the Defence, all the three cases, before this year ends, all the three cases will be in the Defence.
QUESTION: So in other words, you say that in July up to January of next year (indistinct) so that
will work with the end of the Special Court (indistinct) up to the starting of Charles Taylor?
MR MUNLO: You are putting words in my mouth. That’s not what I am saying. Get what I am
saying.
QUESTION: I am Umaru Fofana from BBC. I understand that the decision will be found tomorrow
to bring President Kabbah to Court to testify, or to give testimony, in the case of Sam Hinga
Norman. Can you tell of the implications of this (indistinct)
MR MUNLO: I can’t answer that. You have already stated clearly yourself that the Court is going
to make the decision tomorrow. Now I am here today before the Court has made a decision. You
want me to say what the Court is going to say tomorrow? I can’t say that! And I don’t know the
implications because I don’t know what decision the Court will come up with tomorrow. Let’s all
wait for tomorrow, and see what the Court says about the subpoena asking the president to go to
Court and give evidence. We all will know tomorrow.
QUESTION: Will the decision be made in open court?
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MR MUNLO: Yes, because the application will be made in open court (indistinct) there are two
ways, it may be a written decision and it is filed, or they will read it in court, but it is a public
document, to which all of you will have access.
QUESTION: you say the Prosecution has put forth some files in Court with regards to some
documents (indistinct)
MR MUNLO: Disclosures. Has made disclosures to the Defence lawyer so that the defendants
know what case the Prosecutor has against Mr Charles Taylor. So (indistinct)
QUESTION: It’s a bit shrouded in legal terms
MR MUNLO: Okay, before the Prosecutor decides to try anybody, he does investigations. He gets
statements, he gets evidence, which will make him to decide whether to charge someone with an
offence or whether not to charge that person with an offence. He is the only one with those
documents. So he goes before the Court and says “I want to charge my man, this is my evidence”.
Right? So at that time, the Defence do not know what evidence the Prosecutor has against them. So
immediately that man is arrested and he comes before the Court, he is indicted while he is in
detention, to know what case the Prosecution has against him. So, immediately he is arrested, the
Rules of Procedure requires the Prosecutor to disclose whatever information he has which makes
his case. And these are the documents which have been made available to the lawyer of Mr Charles
Taylor. We call that disclosure time. That’s when the Prosecutor has made his disclosures to the
Defence team. And the Defence team in studying what case the Prosecutor has against that client.
QUESTION: (Joseph Turay, Exclusive) My concern has to do with conjugal rights. It’s how far the
office is going with that custom. I understand you made an application with that last time.
PROF NMEHIELLE: The issue of conjugal rights, like I mentioned before, is an issue that I met
when I came in as Principal Defender, which is within the jurisdiction of the President of this Court
in his administrative capacity. And there was a motion that was filed initially before I came in as
Principal Defender which was subjected to an administrative procedure, and my office has taken the
advice of the Chamber in that relation, in the relation of presenting this issue before the President,
who has the capacity to do this. You may have your ideas about whether or not they are entitled to
conjugal rights but he has the final say.
MR ANDERSEN: Now I see a couple of senior reporters with their hands up, but I have been
telling the Registrar and a couple of others about the talented younger journalists in Freetown, and it
would really hurt me if I did not see a question from someone without white hair before we went
back to the seniors. Anybody? (Looking at a younger journalist in the back) Okay, okay, I think you
qualify.
QUESTION: I am really worried why the Court (indistinct) I am really worried about the Court
because of failure to determine its correct budget in relation to the indictment that he already made.
Now on the issue of Charles Taylor, the indictment was prepared long ago in accordance with these
other people who are currently under detention awaiting trials. But why is the Court struggling in
relation to Charles Taylor’s trial, thinking of the logistics and other budget and trying to transfer the
matter to other countries. Why are these other people who were charged, who were indicted at the
same time, are tried in this country (indistinct)
MR MUNLO: First and foremost, I do not think that it is true that we are struggling over the case of
Charles Taylor. We are not struggling at all. Charles Taylor is in detention now, and as I have told
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you, the Prosecutor has made available through his lawyer all of the documents written to this case.
That’s what we call disclosure. He has disclosed his case to the Defence. The Defence has studied
the documents to see what defence they will have to case that the Prosecutor has. The question
where the case will be tried or not as I have told you is a matter for the President to make the
decision. The President will determine in accordance with what he sees on the ground, where to
take this case. It has security implications, you know? Under the courthouse, we are being secured
by Mongolians. The Mongolians are funded by the Department of Peacekeeping Operations in New
York, under the United Nations. They have support battalions which can come in any time in case
there is need for them to come from UNMIL in Liberia. All those factors have to be taken into
account. We have to listen to those who provide security for us. And the President will have all
these facts before him before he decides how he wants to proceed to deal with this case. The
prerogative is that of the President, in his capacity as the one who is overall in charge of what goes
on in the Trial Chambers.
QUESTION: I would like to know about the health conditions, because a few months ago the media
(indistinct) their conditions of health.
MR MUNLO: Of all the?
QUESTION: Prisoners. Indictees.
MR MUNLO: Okay. You want to hear the condition for the prisoners?
QUESTION: Yes, of all the indictees.
MR MUNLO: Of all the indictees. Okay. All I can tell you is that all indictees have given you a
brief about how their cases are going. All of them are going to court. All of them are attending
court. That gives me, as a layman, the position that they are just like you and me, enjoying the
normal health that we have. Of course we all have our health issues, I don’t know your health issue,
you don’t know my health issue, but I have health issues just like everybody here. So I cannot go
into the details or be speculating. The best I can tell you is that they have no problem with their
health condition, they are all attending court, that’s as much as I can say.
MR ANDERSEN: Can we come back here? No I am sorry (indistinct)
QUESTION: The case of CDF, RUF, in case they are found guilty and sentenced, are they going to
serve their prison term in the same prison where Charles Taylor may be serving his?
MR MUNLO: Let’s cross that bridge when we come to it. We cannot say today, and it would be
unfair to be speculating, that these people will be sentenced. The position of the rule is that
everybody is presumed innocent until he is proved guilty. I am safe to remain on this (indistinct) of
the proposition.
QUESTION: (indistinct)
MR MUNLO: I will not discuss that, it is unethical to discuss when the law is clear that they are
presumed innocent.
MR ANDERSEN: Let’s get some of the young people. Okay I can see a hand but I can’t see the
body. Okay, over here.
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QUESTION: The question is I meant to understand the Special Court, the last trial of the Special
Court, may come to an end by the end of 2007, if I stand to be corrected, and if it is so, then if the
other question would be the order they have prepared, if it is (indistinct)
MR MUNLO: Okay, first of all, your supposition that the Court will come to an end at the end of
2007 is based on projections. “Projections” is when you sit down and say, if we continue at this
rate, we will achieve our results at this date. It is not Bible truth. It changes in accordance with
circumstances. For example, the first projection which showed this year that we will finish at the
end of 2007 was done before Charles Taylor, before Mr Charles Taylor was arrested. That brings a
different perspective to the whole judicial proceedings now, because the Charles Taylor case has
not even started. So that projection, you should take it with that in mind, that it can change anytime.
About funding, I myself am convinced that the funding will be there to enable the Court to
discharge its mandate. We have come here with a specific mandate. I think funding will be available
to fund that mandate. When I came here in November I heard so much in the media, the Court is
broke, they say we will not do this, but here we are. The Court is still continuing, and I am telling
you now that there is funding up to next year, 31st January, to meet the operations of the Court. So,
that is the answer I want to give you.
MR ANDERSEN: (Looking at Christo Johnson of Reuters) He can’t keep his arm up much longer
at his age, so I’d better call on him.
QUESTION: I’m … I want the doctor to tell us about that issue about Hinga Norman. Is he a
diabetic and he has some scars between his legs (as heard) I am asking the doctor, this is for the
doctor.
DR HARDING: I am sure that I wouldn’t be breaking anything if I tell you he is not a diabetic. I
wouldn’t be breaking anything by telling you he is not. He hasn’t gone any life threatening
something. He is not.
MR ANDERSEN: You have to watch Christo Johnson, because he has an alphabetical list of
diseases and he will go on for awhile. Whoever hasn’t asked a question yet, go ahead now. Let me
come back to this side now.
QUESTION: (Clarence Roy-Macaulay) How much has been spent on the Special Court?
MR MUNLO: I will give you those figures if you come to my office. I haven’t got them (here), and
I don’t want to give you a wrong figure on how much has been spent to date, but it is a figure you
can get. Those are public records.
QUESTION: Has the Court set a date, a specific date for the trial of Charles Taylor to start?
MR MUNLO: I have already answered. You know, it’s a process. You can’t just come today,
someone comes in today and tomorrow you start the case. First of all, you have to get him a lawyer,
right? The lawyer must study what case you have against Charles Taylor, and he may make
preliminary motions challenging certain things and agreeing to certain things. you must know
yourself that immediately the Defence lawyer was selected, assigned, by the Principal Defender, he
took up issues. Like, he doesn’t want this case to go out of this country, okay? So, the two parties
will go until they know, they understand each others case. If the Defence lawyer for Charles Taylor
has studied the case against him, he will go and have to take a briefing from Charles Taylor, to
show him that this is what they are saying about him, what have you got to say on this (indistinct)?
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Now I can’t know when Mr Charles Taylor will answer those questions said to his lawyer, and they
will be ready to start the case. This depends on the parties, the Prosecution, and the Defence – they
exchange documents, sometimes they will agree on certain areas that he will not contest these
issues, and the Defence will not contest these issues, so when they have narrowed down their case,
then the case is set down for hearing. But I must also point out to you that this Special Court has
only two Trial Chambers, Trial Chamber I and Trial Chamber II. These Trial Chambers are not
staying idle, they are busy from the programme I have shown you. Trial Chamber I has two cases
going now. We are hearing CDF until—when do we close? We are closing on the 16th of June. And
then the 19th June we start immediately with the RUF. 20th they start hearing evidence. AFRC, Trial
Chamber II, has just started this week, dealing with the case of AFRC in the Defence. So you have
to take all those things into account, whether they will have a window when they can start the trial
case of Mr Charles Taylor. So what we need now is to wait for the parties to look at the documents
to firm up their cases. When they are ready the case will start.
QUESTION: (indistinct) these disclosures that are made by the Prosecution to the Defence council,
is it possible that they can be made public?
MR MUNLO: That’s for the defence lawyer of Charles Taylor whether he wants to give you the
documents. They are not in my hands. These are being exchanged between the lawyers for the
Prosecution and the lawyers for the Defence. I don’t know if Mr Charles Taylor would want his
case to be discussed in the press. This case is before a court of law.
PROF NMEHIELLE: If I can add to that. If the Prosecution wanted you to have it, he would have
disclosed it to you, so it is not to you, it is to the Defence lawyer. It is not a public document. Sorry
it is not possible.
MR ANDERSEN: It is also 32,000 pages.
QUESTION: In case the Court decides, or the President decides, that Charles Taylor should be
transferred to The Hague, are you making any preparations for our own (reporters) to be in The
Hague (indistinct)?
MR MUNLO: How can I make (indistinct) when I have just told you that the President has not yet
made his decision whether this case will go to The Hague? I am having my ears on the ground
(indistinct) have they made a decision? Yes, once they make a decision, then I will start preparing.
PROF NMEHIELLE: But are you going to prepare for journalists to go there? Are they your
responsibility?
MR MUNLO: But then, I also want to find out from you my brother, why should the Court prepare
for private newspaper companies to go to the Hague and pay for them?
QUESTION: But you say you want this trial to get the widest publicity and, knowing the
(indistinct)
QUESTION: (Sheikh Thoronka, For di People) (indistinct) What are you going to do for us here?
(indistinct)
MR MUNLO: Look, my brother, we can spend time here arguing about The Hague, only to find
that the President may after all not say that we should go to The Hague. Let’s wait for that decision
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to be made first, and then we will see how we are going to implement it. Today is too soon for us to
be discussing what we are talking about.
QUESTION: (Clarence Roy-Macaulay) You have two Trial Chambers. Trial chamber I is trying the
RUF and CDF in the other Chamber. And then you said, that the trial of Charles Taylor has been
assigned to Trial Chamber II. So, why can’t Trial Chamber II try the AFRC and Charles Taylor
alternatively as is happening in Trial Chamber I?
MR MUNLO: I have not said that they cannot do that. All I am telling you is that this case is in a
pre-trial stage. Matters are being brought before the Court and they are being heard. The case is on
the pre-trial stage. You know yourself, you come to the Court. Yes, but where is the problem? Right
now, the Trial Chamber II has just started on the 5th of June AFRC defence. This session is for
AFRC defence. Who knows what will happen tomorrow, especially after the President has made his
decision whether this case will be tried here or in The Hague. We don’t know.
PROF NMEHIELLE: Mr Registrar, if I may add, it is not a matter of why can’t. It is already
hearing motions; Trial Chamber II is hearing motions, that Defence counsel for Charles Taylor has
(indistinct) so it is the Court that the Taylor case is currently before, and documents are being filed
in that regard by Defence counsel, so it is not a matter of cannot. Whatever happens at the trial stage
may be a different thing entirely, and until we get there we don’t know what the situation is in terms
of can or cannot.
MR ANDERSEN: We’ll just take two more (questions), then...
QUESTION: (Christo Johnson) You know, the Special Court has a record (indistinct and don’t
forget, in one of Charles Taylor’s interviews with the BBC, he said, I would not like to be like
Foday Sankoh. So the question there is, this is for the doctor again, for us who have been following
the activities of the Special Court, are you saying definitely to us as a medical doctor, we know you
have your area of silence, but please, since we have the whole issue of journalists giving wrong
information, and you have corrected it now (indistinct are you definitely assuring us that whatever
health issues, whether it is malaria, whether he is a diabetic? I here, I am an ulcer patient. You have
not, in other words you have refused to tell us, what type of patient (Norman is). What we are
asking, is there anything wrong with Hinga Norman like diabetic (indistinct ulcer (indistinct) or
what?
DR HARDING: Let me start with where you went. You all know that the Special Court indicted Mr
Foday Sankoh (indistinct and we did a lot for him once he was there, including intravenous feeding
for Mr Sankoh – a first for this country. Okay, that’s a side issue. My integrity is at stake, you
know? And, had something seriously been wrong with Mr Norman (indistinct even now that I say
that Mr Norman is not having something life threatening, the Court is actively trying to treat what
he has, you know (indistinct but, you’ve been in Court, Mr Johnson, you’ve seen Mr Norman going
to Court. I am sure you know very well that he is well. Yes, you have been going to Court, you have
been seeing him in Court. He was there last week.
QUESTION: As the doctor of the court, you have assisted him in what I will use the word, suffering
(indistinct
PROF NMEHIELLE: Can I say, as Principal Defender, it is my interest as Principal Defender to
make sure that the welfare of the accused persons is adequately taken care of. Now, Mr Johnson,
you have an ulcer and can announce to us that you have an ulcer because you are a free man here.
You can walk out of here tomorrow, and no one will necessarily be taking care of you in
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confinement. Now under the medical regulations of every doctor, no doctor is privileged to go out
there and tell the public what each patient is suffering from, no matter how minor. Similarly, more
so for a patient in confinement and detention, it will be a breach of his doctor and patient
confidentiality to begin to say that. But the point is that I know journalists to be quite nosy, what is
this, what is that. And I also think journalists are human beings that can appreciate individuals have
confidentiality issues that need not be discussed publicly. And if you were in the position of the
accused persons, you would be very mad that your health issues makes the cover page of
newspapers anywhere in the world. So, don’t take it as the Special Court, there is nothing that the
Special Court is hiding from you, whatever health issue that anybody under the care of the Special
Court has. My office in consultation with the Registrar and the doctor, will make sure that whatever
attention that is necessary is given to serve the person, so let’s not make this thing attract the
coverage that it does not need to attract. First of all, to publish that Mr Hinga Norman is dead, is a
bad thing. It is really a bad thing. So let’s try and be reasonable about this.
QUESTION: (Umaru Fofana) I was wondering that sufficient (indistinct) now it’s Mr Norman’s
family members who have come to us to talk precisely about things that they say, or they allege, are
wrong with Mr Norman’s health condition. Doesn’t that mean his health condition may be public?
MR MUNLO: Mr Norman’s family are not Mr Norman. My wife can make a statement that I may
not approve. Just because she made a statement, (that) does not mean that I give her the go-ahead.
So, we have to be very careful.
QUESTION: If Mr Norman gave his acquiescence, would you (indistinct
MR MUNLO: If he gave his acquiescence, we will ask him to write it down, and we will give you
the paper that says his position—let me finish, could I finish? You asked me a question. If he said I
want you to tell the world that this is the position, this is the position, I would write it down and
sign it, then I will give you a statement from him. You will not hear it from my mouth, because
under the Rules of Detention, under human rights, I as the Registrar must protect the confidentiality
of each of the people I have in the detention about their private personal life. It is not for discussion
by me with the pressmen. You are debasing the basic human rights of somebody to privacy. That is
what you are asking us to do. We cannot come here and start divulging the private life of the
detainees. None of you who are here would like, even yourself who would like to see that some
people are discussing about your private medical life, would you like that? (indistinct you would
like to answer that other people would like to come and start revealing what you have as a human
being?
MR ANDERSEN: I know that Christo is grinning over there like a cat, he likes to stir things up, and
we’ve known Christo for a long time. I said that there would be one more question after that, and I
hope we can still do that – maybe a calm question? Joseph Turay had his hand up first.
QUESTION: (Joseph Turay) Mr Principal Defender, the Defence of the AFRC last time, you told
us that it is under constraints with regards as to how they are trying to get the witnesses particular
immunity. I mean, how is your office helping you to get immunity?
PROF NMEHIELLE: I am not the commander of any battalion, to ensure that military people are
given leave, or allowed to come to testify. But the point remains that if I have received any requests
for logistics for any Defence team, I set out to make sure that that logistic is given to the Defence
team. Now, the AFRC team, I am talking to them about as to what they need. Now, it may well be
that you may want to send ten missions at a time up country, and I can provide the resources
available for five missions. If I do provide you five missions, for instance, yes I have not provided
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you ten missions. Everything is in progress to make sure that whatever resources for logistics are
there, I give you. It is based on what is available. If I have five vehicles, and I have put them all on
a mission, for, if there are ten Defence teams, I have to service them based on the needs, so again,
logistics is a matter of resources, of the availability of what I have, and I will do that.
QUESTION: I want to know the relationship between you and Mr Norman, because last time, I was
made to understand that Mr Norman has refused to take or receive medication from you, sir. From
what you told us now, he is not cooperating with you….
DR HARDING: Mr Norman has never refused medication. Mr Norman is my friend, let me say it
publicly, the detainees are all my friends, Mr Norman is my friend. He has never refused
medication from the clinic, so let’s forget about that one. And, Mr Norman was in the clinic on
Saturday and I saw him (indistinct so that’s a fallacy…
MR ANDERSEN: Now that was the last question I hope...you can over rule it.
MR MUNLO: One last question
QUESTION: (indistinct) is it possible for Charles Taylor to return to Liberia to attend Court there?
MR MUNLO: Well it depends on the specific demands we will get from the government. I think,
my brother, you will agree, I will be speculating, I will be speculating. I will not be telling you
about factual things, and it will be unfair to you.

