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Human Rights Watch
Thursday, 31 May 2007
Charles Taylor: Liberian Ex-President Goes on Trial
Landmark Step in Bringing Justice for Human Rights Violations
(The Hague, May 31, 2007) – The trial beginning June 4 of former Liberian President Charles Taylor
for war crimes committed during Sierra Leone’s 11-year brutal armed conflict sends a strong signal that
no one is above the law, Human Rights Watch said today. Taylor’s trial by the UN-backed Special
Court for Sierra Leone will provide an important chance for victims to see justice done.
Taylor, who was president of Liberia from 1997 to 2003, is being tried on 11 counts of war crimes,
crimes against humanity, and other serious violations of international law committed during Sierra
Leone’s conflict. The alleged crimes include murdering and mutilating civilians, using women and girls
as sex slaves, and abducting both adults and children and making them perform forced labor or become
fighters.
Taylor is charged on the basis of his alleged role as a major backer of the Sierra Leone rebel group, the
Revolutionary United Front (RUF), and close association with a second warring faction, the Armed
Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC). In addition, Taylor allegedly was responsible for Liberian
forces fighting in support of the Sierra Leonean rebels. Liberian forces under Taylor’s command are
implicated in human rights abuses in other West African states, including Liberia, Guinea and Côte
d’Ivoire, although these are not at issue in this trial.
“The trial of a former president associated with human rights abuses across West Africa represents a
break from the past,” said Elise Keppler, counsel with Human Rights Watch’s International Justice
Program. “All too often, there has been no justice for victims of serious human rights violations.
Taylor’s trial puts would-be perpetrators on notice.”
Taylor is the first African head of state to be indicted on serious crimes under international law by an
internationalized criminal court. The Special Court is a national-international court composed of Sierra
Leonean and international judges and staff.
Drawing on the experience of the trial of Yugoslav President Slobodan Milosevic, Human Rights
Watch said that conducting trials of former leaders involves significant challenges. These challenges
include ensuring the trial is scrupulously fair, including the presumption of innocence, while managing
sensitive and high-profile proceedings effectively. They also include giving appropriate focus to
evidence of chain of command while providing evidence on crime scenes.
“We have seen that trials of former presidents are difficult business,” said Keppler. “The Special
Court’s judges must guarantee Charles Taylor a fair trial, and also conduct proceedings efficiently.”
The Special Court is based in Freetown, the capital of Sierra Leone. The court relocated Taylor’s trial
to The Hague last June, however, due to its concerns over stability in West Africa if his trial were held
in Sierra Leone. The International Criminal Court has lent its facilities for the Special Court to hold the
trial.
The relocation of Taylor’s trial to The Hague creates challenges in making the proceedings accessible
to the communities that have been most affected by the crimes committed. Accessibility is important to
ensure resonance with these communities, Human Rights Watch said.
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“People in West Africa need to know what’s happening in Taylor’s trial,” said Keppler. “We welcome
the Special Court’s plans to make the proceedings accessible through radio, video, and monitoring by
local journalists and civil society.”
Because it is funded primarily through voluntary contributions from UN member states, the Special
Court has faced constant financial shortfalls and still needs funding to cover anticipated costs
associated with Taylor’s trial. Funding is also needed to complete three trials of eight other defendants
currently taking place in Freetown. Other critical activities, such as long-term witness protection, will
require further funds.
“The Special Court will need funding to complete its important work in bringing justice for crimes
committed during Sierra Leone’s conflict,” said Keppler. “Key supporters like the US, the UK and the
Netherlands should ensure that the court has enough resources.”
Background on the Special Court and the Indictment and Surrender of Charles Taylor
The Special Court for Sierra Leone was established in 2002 by agreement between the United Nations
and the government of Sierra Leone. The court has a mandate to “prosecute persons who bear the
greatest responsibility for serious violations of international humanitarian law and Sierra Leonean law”
in Sierra Leone since 1996. The crimes include killings, mutilations, rape and other forms of sexual
violence, sexual slavery, the recruitment and use of child soldiers, abduction, and the use of forced
labor by armed groups.
Eight individuals associated with the three warring factions during the conflict – Revolutionary United
Front (RUF), Armed Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC), and Civil Defence Forces (CDF) – are
currently being tried in Freetown by the Special Court. In the trials of individuals associated with the
CDF and AFRC, which began in June 2004 and March 2005 respectively, the presentation of the cases
is complete and the judges are expected to issue verdicts in the next couple of months. In the trial of
individuals associated with the RUF, which began in July 2004, the defense began presentation of its
case in May.
The Special Court unsealed its indictment of Charles Taylor in June 2003, but Taylor soon received
safe haven in Nigeria. Three years later, on March 29, 2006, Taylor was surrendered for trial.
Following the Special Court’s request to relocate the trial, the Netherlands agreed to the trial being held
in The Hague, but on the condition that Taylor leaves the country after a judgment is delivered. Last
June, the United Kingdom offered to provide incarceration facilities for Taylor if convicted, which
allowed the relocation to proceed and ultimately, the trial to begin.
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All Africa.com
Thursday, 31 May 2007
Questions and Answers on Charles Taylor's Trial Before the Special Court for Sierra Leone
1. Who is Charles Taylor?
From 1989 to 1997, Charles Taylor led the National Patriotic Front of Liberia (NPFL), a rebel group
that sought to unseat Liberia's then-president, Samuel K. Doe, and later to take over control of the
country. Taylor gained international notoriety for the brutal abuses of civilians perpetrated by his NPFL
forces in Liberia, and for use of child soldiers organized by the NPFL into "Small Boy Units." On July
19, 1997, the conflict ended when Charles Taylor was elected president of Liberia in an election in
which there was an implicit threat that Taylor would resume fighting if he lost.
Charles Taylor's presidency, which lasted from 1997 to 2003, was characterized by intolerance of
dissent and harassment of the press, civil society and political opposition. Meanwhile, these and other
human rights abuses were accompanied by near-total impunity. Ultimately, this repression fueled the
formation of two rebel groups and, in 1999, a return to armed conflict in Liberia. Following rebel
incursions into the Liberian capital Monrovia, Taylor was forced from office in August 2003.
Forces under Taylor's command have also been implicated in supporting and participating in armed
conflicts, cross-border raids and human rights abuses in neighboring countries, including Sierra Leone,
Guinea and Côte d'Ivoire. Taylor has been charged with responsibility for serious international crimes
and is now facing trial, in part because forces allegedly under his command have been implicated in
supporting and participating in human rights abuses in Sierra Leone.
2. What is the Special Court for Sierra Leone, the court that is trying Charles Taylor?
The Special Court for Sierra Leone is an ad hoc international-national court, referred to as a "hybrid" or
"mixed" international tribunal. The court was established in 2002 through an agreement between the
United Nations and the Sierra Leonean government.
As a "hybrid" model of international tribunal, the Special Court has features that differ from those
found in other international tribunals like the International Criminal Tribunals for the former
Yugoslavia and Rwanda. These include a bench composed of Sierra Leonean and international judges
and staff, and authority over domestic as well as international crimes. The court, based in the Sierra
Leonean capital of Freetown, is located in the country where the crimes were committed.
The court's mandate is to "prosecute persons who bear the greatest responsibility for serious violations
of international humanitarian law" committed in Sierra Leone and also violations of Sierra Leonean law
committed in the country. Although Sierra Leone's conflict lasted from 1991 to 2002, the court can
only hear cases of crimes committed since 1996. The crimes under the court's mandate include crimes
against humanity, war crimes, and other serious violations of international humanitarian law, such as
recruitment of child soldiers.
Aside from Taylor, the Special Court is currently trying eight individuals in three separate trials. The
accused are associated with three warring factions during Sierra Leone's conflict: the Revolutionary
United Front (RUF), the Armed Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC), and the Civil Defence Forces
(CDF). In the trials of the accused associated with the CDF and AFRC, which began in June 2004 and
March 2005 respectively, the presentation of the cases is complete and the judges are expected to issue
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verdicts in the next couple of months. In the trial of the accused associated with the RUF, which
began in July 2004, the defense began presentation of its case in May 2007.
3. What is Taylor charged with?
Taylor is charged by the Special Court for Sierra Leone with 11 counts of war crimes, crimes against
humanity and other serious violations of international humanitarian law committed in Sierra Leone.
The alleged crimes cover murdering and mutilating civilians, including cutting off their limbs, using
women and girls as sex slaves, abducting adults and children, and forcing them to perform forced labor
or become fighters during Sierra Leone's conflict.
Taylor is charged on the basis of his alleged role as a major backer of the Sierra Leone rebel group the
Revolutionary United Front (RUF), his links with senior leaders in the RUF and a second warring
faction, the Armed Forces Revolutionary Council, and responsibility for Liberian forces fighting in
support of the Sierra Leonean rebels.
The specific counts against Taylor are:
- Five counts of war crimes: terrorizing civilians, murder, outrages on personal dignity, cruel treatment,
and looting;
- Five counts of crimes against humanity: murder, rape, sexual slavery, mutilating and beating, and
enslavement; and
- One count of other serious violations of international humanitarian law: recruiting and using child
soldiers.
Taylor is being charged with individual criminal responsibility for the crimes on several legal bases.
First, Taylor allegedly participated in the commission of the crimes by planning, instigating, and
ordering them; aiding and abetting them by providing military training and support to the RUF and
AFRC; and participating in the execution of a plan to take control of Sierra Leone during which the
crimes were committed. Second, he allegedly was a superior to perpetrators of the crimes and failed to
take reasonable measures to prevent or punish the crimes while knowing or having reason to know
about them.
Taylor was initially charged with 17 counts, but the indictment was amended in March 2006 to 11
counts.
Taylor is the first president of an African state to be indicted on serious crimes under international law
by an internationalized criminal court.
4. How did Taylor come into the custody of the Special Court and where will his trial take place?
In June 2003, the Special Court made public an indictment against Taylor while he was attending peace
talks in Ghana related to armed conflict in Liberia. Taylor immediately returned to Liberia, but
following rebel incursions in the Liberian capital Monrovia, Taylor agreed to step down as president.
He then went to Nigeria in August 2003, where he was offered safe haven by Nigerian President
Olusegun Obasanjo.
Taylor remained in Calabar, Nigeria, for nearly three years, during which Nigeria's president rejected
calls to surrender Taylor for trial. However, in March 2006, Liberia's newly elected president, Ellen
Johnson-Sirleaf, requested Obasanjo to surrender Taylor, and Obasanjo agreed. Obasanjo did not arrest
Taylor, though, and he disappeared almost immediately. Nevertheless, on March 29, 2006, Taylor was
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apprehended by Nigerian police near Nigeria's border with Cameroon. He was then transported to
Liberia, where he was taken into UN custody and transferred to the Special Court in Freetown.
Although the Special Court for Sierra Leone is based in Freetown, Sierra Leone, Taylor's trial will take
place in The Hague at the International Criminal Court (ICC), which is lending its facilities to the
Special Court for Sierra Leone. (See question 6 for explanation of why Taylor's trial was relocated).
5. When will Taylor's trial begin and how long will it last?
The start date for Taylor's trial was initially set for April 2, 2007, but was rescheduled to begin on June
4, 2007 to give the defense more time to prepare.
On June 4, the prosecutor will provide an opening statement after which the trial will be adjourned until
June 25. The judges granted this additional postponement in order to allow the defense counsel several
weeks more to prepare on the basis that the defense had lost this amount of preparation time due to
suspended consultations between counsel and Taylor between March 5 and 22. Defense counsel
suspended these consultations, which should be confidential, as video surveillance was being
conducted in the space where the meetings took place.
Trials for serious crimes under international law, and especially of leaders, can be time-intensive. The
cases are complex, and ensuring the accused receives the full range of fair trial protections in
accordance with international standards can take time. Human Rights Watch believes it is crucial for
the court to ensure that Taylor's trial is scrupulously fair. An unfair trial would lack legitimacy and
credibility, while fair proceedings will help ensure that the trial plays its role in building respect for the
rule of law in West Africa.
The Special Court's prosecutor, Stephen Rapp, has estimated that Taylor's trial will last between 12 and
18 months.
6. Why is Taylor's trial taking place in The Hague?
Taylor's trial was relocated to The Hague on the basis of a request by the Special Court's president
immediately following Taylor's surrender in March 2006. The request to the Dutch government cited
concerns over stability in West Africa if the trial was held in Sierra Leone. The Netherlands agreed to
the relocation on several conditions, including that another country would offer facilities to incarcerate
Taylor in the event he is convicted.
Despite initial delays and reluctance for any country to volunteer, on June 15, 2006, the United
Kingdom announced an offer to incarcerate Taylor if he is convicted. The UN Security Council then
passed a resolution to provide a legal basis for the relocation, another of the conditions set by the
Netherlands.
7. Does the fact that Taylor's trial is taking place in The Hague pose special challenges?
The relocation of Taylor's trial to The Hague creates new challenges in ensuring that people in West
Africa will know about developments in the proceedings. But the Special Court is planning important
actions to ensure the proceedings are accessible to West Africans, including:
- Facilitating attendance of journalists and civil society representatives from Liberia and Sierra Leone
on a rotating basis at proceedings in The Hague;
- Preparing video and audio summaries of Taylor's trial for dissemination throughout Sierra Leone; and
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- Making broadcasts of Taylor's trial available at the court's premises in Freetown.
Human Rights Watch believes it is critically important that the Special Court's work be accessible to
the communities most affected by the crimes. The Special Court has consistently implemented robust
outreach and communications programming to inform people in Sierra Leone about the court.
8. How has Human Rights Watch been involved in ensuring justice in Sierra Leone?
Since 1998, Human Rights Watch researchers have extensively documented serious human rights
violations committed by all warring factions, and pressed for the perpetrators of the crimes to be held
accountable. Human Rights Watch maintained a field office in Freetown, Sierra Leone, from 1999 to
2002. From 1998-2007, Human Rights Watch released a series of reports detailing abuses to raise
public awareness about them.
Human Rights Watch pressed for justice to be done and the creation of the Special Court. Since the
court's establishment, Human Rights Watch has assessed the work of the court through on-site visits
and interviews with court staff, defense counsel, and Sierra Leonean civil society. Human Rights
Watch has issued two reports on the court's work that detail the court's accomplishments to bringing
justice for crimes in Sierra Leone. The reports also made recommendations to improve court
operations, for example, in terms of in the areas of witness protection and resources for the defense.
Human Rights Watch has consistently pressed for the Special Court to receive sufficient funding. The
court is not funded by contributions from UN member states and has been forced to rely on voluntary
contributions, although it has received some grants from the United Nations. The court's funding
remains uncertain and inadequate.
While Taylor was in Nigeria, Human Rights Watch actively pressed for his surrender to face trial.
Human Rights Watch worked with a coalition of international and West African civil society groups
toward this end. Human Rights Watch will attend the opening of Taylor's trial in The Hague and assess
the proceedings throughout their duration.
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Reuters
Thursday, 31 May 2007
War-weary Africans look for justice in Taylor trial
By Christo Johnson
FREETOWN (Reuters) - Victims and protagonists of two of Africa's most brutal civil wars will be
crying for justice when Liberia's former warlord-president Charles Taylor appears in a European
courtroom next week to face war crimes charges.
Some clamour for his conviction as the alleged mastermind of conflicts fuelled by "blood diamonds"
that tore through Sierra Leone and Liberia for over a decade, sucking in neighbouring states and killing
more than a quarter of a million people.
But former comrades question whether Taylor, who faces 11 counts of war crimes and crimes against
humanity related to Sierra Leone's 1991-2002 conflict, can receive a fair trial at a U.N.-backed Special
Court sitting far from Africa in The Hague.
Taylor has already pleaded not guilty to multiple charges of terrorism, murder, rape, sexual slavery and
use of child soldiers, arising from his alleged support for Revolutionary United Front (RUF) rebels in
the Sierra Leone war.
"This man called Charles Taylor is a monster," said Sierra Leonean Adama Turay, whose son and
daughter both had hands amputated by RUF rebels.
The rebels' drugged-up child soldiers cut off the legs, arms, lips and ears of civilians, becoming a
symbol of the brutality of the intertwined West African wars.
Turay and other war victims welcome Taylor's prosecution as an essential step to bring closure to a
horror-filled episode in Sierra Leone's history as the country rated the world's second poorest by the
U.N. in 2006 prepares for elections in August.
Similar anger can be found in Taylor's own country Liberia, although he does not face trial there.
"I am very happy to see this man is at that court. He needs to be killed rather than fed each day," said
Monrovia resident Rosetta Smith, who said her husband was beaten to death by members of an AntiTerrorist Unit serving the then president.
"Whatever a man soweth, so shall he reap .... Men acting on his order killed many people ... That
should tell you how wicked that man was," she said.
WASTE OF MONEY?
Authorities had argued that moving Taylor's trial to The Hague would avoid stoking unrest in Sierra
Leone and Liberia.
But some of his former supporters say the former African leader has little hope of obtaining justice in a
European court.
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"I am not happy that our former president is undergoing disgrace in white man country," said
General Butterfly, a former rebel officer who fought for Taylor before his 1997 election.
"Have you seen a cow return from a slaughter house? ... Mr. Taylor is a guilty man already. If he comes
out not guilty, then we will jubilate," he told Reuters in Monrovia.
Both supporters and detractors of Taylor wondered whether the millions of dollars spent on the U.N.backed Special Court for Sierra Leone so far might not be better used to help the country's arduous
reconstruction from the war. They also complained about the sluggish progress of its cases.
"This Special Court is taking too long -- they should spend the money on the poor instead," said
Alhassan Samei, a 23 year-old unemployed man in Sierra Leone.
"Instead of building hospitals and schools, they built us a Special Court," said university student
Hakeem Mansaray.
Five years after the court for Sierra Leone was created, several of the main indictees, besides Taylor,
are either missing or dead.
This raises the risk that legal delays may once again thwart justice, as in the case of former Yugoslav
President Slobodan Milosevic, who died in jail before a verdict was reached at his marathon war crimes
trial.
Prosecutors hope to wind up Taylor's trial within 18 months.
"If the court makes the mistake of releasing that man, he will become a wounded cobra," said Rosetta
Smith.
(Additional reporting by Alphonso Toweh in Liberia and Katrina Manson in Freetown)
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United Nations

Nations Unies

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL)
UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 30 May 2007
[The media summaries and press clips do not necessarily represent the views of UNMIL.]

International Clips on Liberia
VOA 29 May 2007

Liberia Honours UN Peacekeepers
By Phuong Tran, Dakar/Monrovia,

The U.N. Mission in Liberia has honored its personnel for International U.N. Peacekeeper Day.
Since 2003, about 15,000 U.N. troops have been in Liberia to maintain peace in the war-torn
country that has been economically devastated. According to U.N. figures, 92 peacekeepers have
lost their lives while on duty in Liberia, mostly through illness and accidents. The head of the U.N.
Mission in Liberia, Alan Doss, helped lay a wreath at a tombstone in honor of past and current
U.N. peacekeepers.

Charles Taylor defence has enough resources: prosecutor
THE HAGUE, May 30, 2007 (AFP) - The defence of Liberian ex-president Charles Taylor, whose
war crimes trial is set to start Monday, has "fully adequate resources," the prosecutor of the
Special Court for Sierra Leone said here Wednesday.

International Clips on West Africa

IMF eyes loan to bolster Ivory Coast peace efforts
By Peter Murphy

ABIDJAN, May 29 (Reuters) - The International Monetary Fund (IMF) aims to lend war-divided
Ivory Coast $124 million to bolster its reunification efforts after a 2002-2003 civil war, the IMF's
Africa director said on Tuesday.

Local Media – Newspaper
President Vetoes Financial Autonomy Act on “Constitutional Grounds”
(The Inquirer, Daily Observer, New Democrat, The Informer, National Chronicle and Heritage)

•
•

President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf has, on “constitutional grounds” vetoed the Financial
Autonomy Bill on the basis that it runs contrary to several provisions of the Liberian
Constitution which she swore to uphold.
The bill seeks to empower the National Legislature to administer its own budgetary
allocation and evade taxes. But President Johnson Sirleaf cited Article 7 of the Constitution
which sets qualification criteria for members of the Legislature including age range which
qualifies them to be taxpayers and not only for the purpose of the election.

Key Opposition Leader Assesses Government’s Performance
(National Chronicle, The Inquirer and Daily Observer)

•
•

Addressing himself to a wide range of issues on Tuesday, a key opposition leader said
despite the progress being made by the Government it needs to do more to improve the
motivation and competence of the public sector workforce.
Counsellor Charles Walker Brumskine said the “unceremonious” departure of two vessels
from the Freeport of Monrovia coupled with lack of audit of Government’s accounts
portrayed that corruption has taken a new dimension in the Government and said there

was an urgent need to ensure that the General Auditing Commission is properly funded
to function expeditiously.
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Liberians Want Stern Measures against Armed Robberies
(The Inquirer and Daily Observer)

•

Several residents of Monrovia are appealing to the Government and UNMIL to review the
security measures aimed at combating crimes in the city. The appeal follows reports of a
renewed wave of armed robberies in Monrovia and surrounding communities.

Local Media – Radio Veritas

(News monitored today at 9:45 am

President Rejects Financial Autonomy Act for Lawmakers
(Also reported on ELBC and Star Radio)

Former Presidential Candidate Questions Fiscal Budget
• Former Presidential Candidate of the Liberty Party Charles Brumskine called on the
Government to explain the cost analysis on allotments for county development in the Fiscal
Budget for 2007/2008, wondering why Bomi, Maryland and Grand Gedeh Counties got the
highest allotments in the Budget. Addressing a news conference yesterday, Counsellor
Brumskine alleged that the Executive Branch of the Government failed to include revenues
expected to be generated from public corporations and the oil deal between Liberia and
Nigeria in the Budget.
Lawmakers Quiz Minister over Development Funds
• During a session at the House of Representatives, the Lawmakers instructed the Ministry of
Internal Affairs to account for the US$1 million given to the Counties for development
under Government’s Community Development Fund by submitting receipts and other
documents to justify the purchase of materials for the implementation for projects
identified by the communities.
(Also reported on ELBC and Star Radio)

Justice Minister Lauds UN for Restoring Peace to Liberia
• Representing President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf at the celebration of this year’s International
Day of United Nations Peacekeepers in Monrovia yesterday, Justice Minister Frances
Johnson Morris praised the United Nations Mission in Liberia for helping to restore peace to
Liberia.
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. Weah Karpeh at karpeh@un.org.
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Voice of America
Thursday, 31 May 2007
Uganda Govt Proposes Traditional Justice System for LRA Rebels
By Peter Clottey
Washington, D.C.

Another round of peace talks between the Ugandan government and the Lord’s Resistance Army
(LRA) rebels aimed at ending almost twenty years of the rebels insurgency begins today (Thursday) in
the Southern Sudanese capital, Juba. On the eve of the talks, the government Wednesday advocated the
use of the traditional clan-based justice systems as an alternative to jail sentences in dealing with rebel
war crimes. The ritual involves a murderer facing relatives of the victim and admitting his crime before
both drink a bitter brew made from a tree root mixed with sheep's blood. But the LRA rebels insist they
would refuse to sign any deal unless the International Criminal Court’s (ICC) arrest warrants against its
top leadership are withdrawn.
Major Felix Kulayigye is the spokesman for Uganda’s ministry of defense. From the capital, Kampala
he told VOA that the government is responding to the wish of the victims of the rebels.
“The government is responding to the people’s wishes, the people in northern Uganda who have indeed
appealed to the government to offer an opportunity to the rebels under the traditional justice
mechanism, which not only attends to impunity, but also heals the wounds of the victims,” Kulayigye
said.
He said the ICC would only consider lifting the arrest warrants against the rebels’ leadership only if the
ongoing peace talks are successfully concluded.
“Once the talks are successful and they accept to subject themselves to the traditional system, the ICC
is willing to give that chance. But minus offering themselves to the traditional system, then the ICC
would have no conviction that indeed that impunity, justice and accountability would be addressed,” he
pointed out.
Kulayigye reiterated the Uganda government has very little influence on the ICC-issued arrest warrants
against the rebel leadership.
“Of course you know the ICC warrants indeed are controlled by the ICC, not the government of
Uganda. I’m saying that whereas the referral was made by the government of Uganda the powers to
withdraw or even suspend the ICC warrants rests with the International Criminals Court itself. The
government can only engage the ICC when it has a package that would act as an alternative. Minus that
package, there is nothing the government can do. Actually, the ICC wouldn’t understand the
government,” Kulayigye noted.
He chided the LRA’s second in command Vincent Otti for saying that the rebels would rather continue
fighting if the ICC warrants are not lifted.
“Otti’s statement is actually not in good faith because the issue of the ICC warrants were highly
explained by the experts who by the way happened to come from the same place as the indicted. So
they explained the spirit, the operation and the workings of the ICC. And indeed the government can
only engage the ICC, once there is a package that is convincing enough to prove that impunity would
be addressed at the same time the victims would be reconciled with the perpetrators,” Kulayigye said.
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Voice of America
Wednesday, 30 May 2007
Ugandan Rebels Seek Suspension of Arrest Warrants Against Leaders
By VOA News
Ugandan Lord's Resistance Army rebels are seeking a 12-month
suspension in the arrest warrants against their leaders issued by the
International Criminal Court.
James Obita, the technical advisor to the rebels' negotiating team,
tells VOA the rebels will ask for the suspension when peace talks
with the Ugandan government resume Thursday in Juba, southern
Sudan.

Lord's Resistance Army leader
Joseph Kony (file photo)

He says in connection with that request, the rebels will propose an
"alternative justice system" to deal with war crimes committed during the rebels' 20-year uprising in
northern Uganda.
LRA fighters are accused of killing and mutilating thousands of civilians during the conflict. The
International Criminal Court has indicted five top rebel leaders on war crimes charges.
The LRA has demanded those charges be dropped as a condition for signing any peace deal.
The 10-month-old peace talks have achieved some progress, including a ceasefire that the sides
extended in April.
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The Washington Post
Thursday, 31 May 2007
U.N. Establishes Tribunal For Hariri Assassination
Security Council Approval Divisive, Could Produce More Tension With Syria
By Colum Lynch , Ellen Knickmeyer ,

•

Two Lebanese Army soldiers stand on alert Wednesday as
they secure the area near the grave of former Lebanese
prime minister Rafik Hariri in Beirut, Lebanon. Supporters of
the slain former prime minister praised a U.N. Security
Council resolution approved Wednesday to establish an
international tribunal to prosecute suspects in his killing.

United Nations — A sharply divided
U.N. Security Council voted Wednesday
to establish an international criminal
tribunal to prosecute the masterminds of
the February 2005 suicide-bomb
assassination of former Lebanese prime
minister Rafik Hariri and 22 others.
The vote will lead to the creation of the
first U.N.-backed criminal tribunal in the
Middle East, raising expectations that
Hariri's killers will be held accountable.
But that has stoked fears among
Lebanese authorities and some council
members that supporters of Syria —
which has been linked to the
assassination — will plunge Lebanon's
fledgling democracy into a bloody new
round of internal strife.
Fearing unrest, authorities imposed a
partial curfew in Beirut, leaving the
streets deserted. Lebanese placed lit
candles on boulevards and balconies to
celebrate the outcome, and sent

congratulatory text messages countrywide.
Lebanon's political leaders are deeply split over the ongoing pursuit of justice by a U.N.
commission that has implicated senior pro-Syrian military officers in Lebanon, as well as
Syrian officials close to President Bashar al-Assad. Lebanese Prime Minister Fuad Saniora
urged the council to establish the court, while Lebanon's pro-Syrian opposition leaders
opposed the initiative and in March blocked parliamentary approval for such a court.
The U.N. resolution,which will take effect on June 10,was adopted by a vote of 10 to 0 in the
15-nation council. China, Indonesia, Qatar, Russia and South Africa abstained from the vote,
saying that it bypassed the Lebanese parliament's constitutional role in approving
international agreements.
The Security Council “cannot be seen to be taking sides in internal Lebanese politics,”
Dumisani Kumalo, South Africa's U.N. ambassador, told the council. He said there is a danger
that the council's “imposition” of the court on Lebanon's divided political leadership will
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undercut “the political stability of an already fragile Lebanese state.”
Despite their reservations, China and Russia stopped short of voting against the resolution,
indicating that they support its aim of holding Hariri's killers accountable. But they said that all
key Lebanese political forces should agree on such a momentous decision.
“We believe the perpetrators of that crime must be prosecuted,” said Vitaly Churkin, Russia's
U.N. ambassador. But he said the U.S.-backed resolution contains considerable legal
shortcomings and encroaches “on the sovereignty of Lebanon.”
A senior Lebanese envoy praised the council's action, saying it represents a victory for the
nation's quest for justice. “This is the path of the salvation of Lebanon,” Culture Minister Tarek
Mitri told the council, adding that the tribunal will deter further “terrorist activities.”
The United States also hailed the decision. “People who have committed political
assassination need to be brought to justice,” said Zalmay Khalilzad, the U.S. ambassador to
the United Nations. “They cannot have impunity.”
Khalilzad acknowledged that the council's action might trigger a violent reaction, but he said
that “many of us believe that the risks of not moving forward are greater.”
Hariri's assassination transformed Lebanon and its relations with Syria. Many Lebanese
suspected Syrian involvement from the outset, and massive protests soon compelled Syria to
end its 30-year military presence in Lebanon. Syria has denied involvement in violence in
Lebanon, but it has signaled that it is not prepared to cooperate with the new U.N.-backed
court.
Hariri's son Saad marked the vote by visiting his father's grave in downtown Beirut. “We're
asking for justice, not for revenge,” Saad Hariri, now the leader of his father's political
movement, said in a televised speech, his eyes red and his voice trembling. Saniora said the
vote should not be taken as a challenge to Syria. “We are asking for justice, and nothing
more,” he said.
Wednesday's vote is likely to receive an angry reaction from an array of pro-Syrian forces,
including Lebanese President Emile Lahoud and the powerful Hezbollah militia, that maintain
that the United Nations and Saniora's government lacks legitimacy to approve the court.
Lebanon and the United Nations agreed last November on a statute for a “mixed” court
stationed outside of Lebanon and staffed by international and Lebanese prosecutors and
judges. The court would be financed by a combination of Lebanese and international funds,
though the United Nations and Lebanon have not yet agreed on a location for the trial.
Most of Lebanon's legislators are prepared to approve the statute, but the country's proSyrian parliamentary speaker, Nabih Berri, has refused to convene a session of parliament to
allow a vote.
In an effort to break the impasse, Saniora issued a direct appeal to the Security Council to
establish the court, accusing Berri of thwarting the will of the Lebanese parliament.
The new tribunal is modeled on U.N. criminal courts established to try war criminals in
Cambodia and Sierra Leone. But it will function according to Lebanese criminal law, and it will
not be able to try suspects for crimes against humanity or other international war crimes.
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The court will also have jurisdiction over at least 14 other political attacks against anti-Syrian
journalists, scholars and politicians since October 2004. Serge Brammertz, a U.N.
investigator, maintains that many of those attacks may be part of a broader political
conspiracy linked to Hariri's death.
Syria's critics have expressed hopes that the tribunal would lead to the downfall of Assad. But
observers across the political spectrum say that bombings and other violence will increase in
Lebanon as the tribunal goes forward. “Security in Lebanon will be in danger,” warned Imad
Faizi Sheubi, an analyst with the Center of Data and Strategic Studies in Damascus, which is
seen as reflecting the Syrian government's position.
In Tripoli, Lebanon, a Sunni cleric put it more bluntly. “I believe (Syria has) the ability not only
to stop the tribunal, but to destroy all of Lebanon,” Sheik Bilal Baroudi said.
-0Knickmeyer reported from Tripoli, Lebanon. Special correspondent Alia Ibrahim in Beirut
contributed to this report.
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Judge Fails to Recuse Himself Despite Past Conflict With Defendant
A people’s court that sentenced François-Xavier Byuma, a Rwandan human rights activist, to 19 years
in prison on genocide-related charges violated both Rwandan law and the fundamental principle that
defendants must be given a fair trial before an impartial tribunal, Human Rights Watch said today.
The court, which issued its decision on May 27, is part of an innovative judicial system known as
gacaca that was set up to try some 818,000 people accused of participating in the 1994 genocide of
Tutsi in Rwanda.
The law that established gacaca requires judges who have had a past conflict with an accused to step
aside, reflecting the principle that to be fair the judge be independent and impartial. In this case,
however, the president of the gacaca jurisdiction, Fraridhi (Saudi) Imanzi, had a conflict with Byuma
but did not step aside when asked to do so. Instead, he proceeded to hear the case along with four other
judges.
“For gacaca courts to deliver justice, the judges must be independent and impartial,” said Alison Des
Forges, senior advisor to Human Rights Watch’s Africa division.
Byuma, who heads an organization for the defense of childrens’ rights known as Turengere Abana, had
previously investigated allegations that Imanzi had raped a young girl. Imanzi was briefly detained and
questioned but never prosecuted for rape.
At a first hearing on the genocide charges, Byuma was present, but refused to speak in order to protest
the court’s refusal to recuse judges as required by law. At a second hearing, he attempted to defend
himself against the charges, but Imanzi, who was presiding over the session, cut off many of his
answers and those of several witnesses who tried to speak in his defense, and in one instance accused a
witness of lying.
Byuma was charged with being present at one of the barriers erected to prevent Tutsi fleeing the
genocide, having a firearm, and participating in weapons training. The court acquitted him of the first
two charges, but found him guilty of participating in weapons training.
In addition, the court found him guilty of several counts not mentioned when the charges were first
read, including assaulting and abducting a woman. The woman testified at the trial to allegedly having
been abducted and gave contradictory evidence of having been assaulted by Byuma. Such conflicting
evidence about the incident was not reconciled or explained by the court in its decision.
After the verdict was announced, Byuma immediately said he would appeal the conviction.
The court acquitted two others on trial with Byuma and accused of the same charges, despite one of
those acquitted having admitted his guilt on one of the charges.
“When gacaca courts are fair, they deliver justice for the genocide,” said Des Forges. “But when they
fail to follow their own rules and standards of fair trial, they lose legitimacy and weaken efforts to
establish a rule of law in Rwanda.”
“The appeals court should promptly and thoroughly examine the soundness of the verdict in the Byuma
case, both in terms of the evidence and the fairness of the trial,” Des Forges added.

