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Cotton Tree News
Tuesday, 18 August 2009
Written by Ndeamoh Mansaray
Former Liberian President, Charles Taylor, has stated that the
transfer of Sam Bockarie (Mosquito) and his men to Liberia was an
effort by ECOWAS to restore peace in Sierra Leone.
Mr. Taylor was testifying under direct examination before the
Special Court for Sierra Leone sitting in The Hague. He told the
court that Mosquito did not voluntarily leave Sierra Leone. Mr.
Taylor said the decision was made known to other members
concerned, mentioning the United Nations and the United States.
The former Liberian President told the court that it was also as he
put it ‘a drive to stop Mosquito from interfering in the disarmament
process taking place in the country at the time’. He alleged that
former Nigerian President Olusegun Obasanjo supported Mosquito
and his men with fifty thousand dollars for relocation to Liberia,
while the United States pledged to assist him with a scholarship to the United States for further military
training.
Mr. Taylor said Mosquito and his men were granted Liberian citizenship and they were enlisted into the
Anti-Terrorist Unit which was a special security force protecting him while he was president.
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UNCG (United Nations Communications Group)
Wednesday, 12 August 2009
Radio Documentary on Youth Programs in Sierra Leone, Commemorating the International Youth
Day
Another partner for the youth is the UN body which is typically recognized in the context of law and
bringing war criminals to justice – the Special Court for Sierra Leone. But they also work together with
young people in its Outreach programmes, under which it has established the Accountability Now Clubs
at universities, offering workshops and meetings organized by the Special Court’s Public Affairs Section.
This is to promote a better understanding among the youth for accountability, a sustainable culture of
justice and rule of law, as well as helping young people to familiarize themselves with the Court’s
activities in Sierra Leone.
Jabati Wai heads a youth group known as Forum for Youth Initiative. He had witnesses some of the
proceedings of the Charles Taylor trial in The Hague, and shares his experience with us.
WAI: Very interesting. The Special Court gave me this opportunity. It was last year December, my first
time to go that way. And we arrived at The Hague where the International Court of Justice (sic.), the ICC,
is located, and they catered for us. We spent something like a week visiting the trial, saw Charles Taylor
although there was a fence between us. We saw him talking with his lawyers and we had the privilege of
listening to the trial itself. So it was quite interesting.
I feel young people have a voice now, because if you look at the population of Sierra Leone, out of the
population of 5.5 million people, 60% of it are young people from the age of 18 to 35. They are more in
number than people of 40 or 50. So I believe young people have a voice and they must be represented
everywhere. So it was an opportunity for me and I continue to preach the message right down that young
people should be empowered and young people, their voices must be heard.
UNCG: Now let’s go back to some of the training you received courtesy of the Special Court. How have
those training helped in shaping the life of a young man?
WAI: It has brought consciousness to me. It has made me aware of my rights and the rights of other
people as well. And it has been an eye-opener for me, because I’ve also helped other people. I’ve created
awareness in the minds of other people about their own rights, and they must also be conscious about the
rights of other people. So for me, the training as helped me a lot. It has served to build my capacity. This
is why we support the Special Court and we are working with the Special Court.
UNCG: Approximately how many of you have benefited from training by the Special Court?
WAI: I cannot approximate, but to the best of my ability I think over 500 people, because the Special
Court has a lot of [indistinct] working people in the interior, in all the twelve districts of this country and
even within communities, so I believe so many people because series of workshops I’ve attended
comprising of not less than 50 people, so maybe 100, sometimes 120, we’ve done so many workshops. So
I know many people have benefited.
We have done a lot of Outreach programmes within different communities. For example [Swaizi]
community, Victoria Park, [indistinct] sellers, dollar bills (sic.) and once in a while I go back to these
communities and I ask them, “how did you see that Outreach activity we did? What’s your view?” And it
has been very positive. People are giving very positive feedback. For example, we screened the Charles
Taylor trial in The Hague in these communities, and people started to realize what really went wrong
when most of the witnesses were giving evidence. They now know that – look at Charles Taylor, how
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high he was, he was the President of Liberia, and today he’s behind [bars], so people are realizing that
this time round, whatever you do, it must come to haunt you.
UNCG: But supposing the Special Court folds up. Those opportunities will be lost.
WAI: Well I don’t think so, which is why the Special Court empowered groups like us, community-based
groups in the interior. So I believe even if the Special Court is gone now, the work of the Special Court
still lives on through these groups that the Special Court has been working with. The ideals of the Special
Court will never die.
UNCG: That was Jabati Wai, leader of the Forum for Youth Initiative.

[Broadcast on UN Radio on 12 August 2009]
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The Liberian Times
Tuesday, 18 August 2009
LIBERIA: "Special Court Is Broke To Continue Charles Taylor's Trial" Stephen Rapp Statement
to the Press Today
By Global News Network
I am very pleased to be with you today. As you know, the Defense phase in the case against Charles
Taylor began last month on 13 July. The following day the Accused took the stand in his own defense and
has now been testifying for five weeks.
At this very important stage in the trial it is essential that Liberians and Sierra Leoneans continue to be
fully informed of the proceedings in court. People must know that the trial continues in a fair, transparent
and efficient manner. For this reason, I am very happy to be in Monrovia to take your questions about the
trial.
The Prosecution is pleased that the trial process is going well. Charles Taylor is entitled to present his own
account and respond to the charges against him. I must note that I am not able to comment on the specifics
of his testimony, as the evaluation of his testimony is a matter for the judges.
Of course, the Accused is presenting a story that is very different from the evidence offered by the
Prosecution. We called over 90 witnesses to appear in person before the Court. More than fifty of these
witnesses told the judges, and the world, about the grave crimes committed against tens of thousands of
innocent victims in Sierra Leone. More than thirty witnesses provided the linkage evidence showing
Taylor's responsibility for the commission of these atrocities.
We have been waiting patiently while the Accused gives his own contrary version of events, and denies
all the charges against him. We are looking forward to questioning him on cross-examination in the
coming weeks. When our turn comes to ask the questions, we will confront Charles Taylor with the full
weight of our case.
Let me talk for a moment about my own participation in this process. It has been my greatest honor to
serve as the Chief Prosecutor of the Special Court for Sierra Leone for nearly three years.
During my tenure I have overseen the other trials before the Special Court where we secured convictions
of the leaders of the rebel groups and the civil defense forces for atrocities committed during the Sierra
Leone civil war. I am particularly proud to have been part of judicial proceedings that resulted in the first
convictions in history for the recruitment and use of child soldiers as a war crime, the first convictions for
attacks on peace-keepers as a violation of international humanitarian law, and the first convictions for
sexual slavery and forced marriage as crimes against humanity. I am also pleased to have seen through the
presentation of the Prosecution’s case against Charles Taylor, the start of defense evidence, and our
preparations to meet the defense case.
In July, I was nominated by President Barack Obama to be United States Ambassador at Large for War
Crimes Issues. The nomination has now been confirmed by the US Senate, and I have given notice to the
UN Secretary General that I will resign as Special Court Prosecutor on September 7. I will then
immediately take up the new post, which is based in the US State Department in Washington in the office
of Secretary Hillary Clinton.
For almost a decade, I have been working to bring justice to the victims of the most serious crimes
committed by humankind, first at the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda and then at the Special
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Court for Sierra Leone. In this new position, I will continue that work on behalf of the US Government
to assist countries in achieving accountability after the widespread commission of violations of
international humanitarian law, and by doing so help prevent the recurrence of these atrocities.
As I leave the representation of the prosecution in the Charles Taylor trial in the capable hands of my
colleagues, I would like to express my gratitude to the people of the region. In my many visits to Liberia, I
have always found people of great caring and compassion, who were deeply interested in work of the
Special Court in finding the truth and achieving justice.
The Special Court's jurisdiction is limited to Sierra Leone, to the period from November 1996 to January
2002, and to persons bearing the greatest responsibility for serious violations of humanitarian law. Despite
these limitations, it is my parting wish as its Prosecutor that it has increased the respect for the rule of law
by all individuals, no matter how powerful, and thus contributed to lasting peace and security.
Thank you.

13

Star Radio
Tuesday, 18 August 2009
Special Court struggles to raise money for Taylor’s trial
Written by Vivian Gartyn
The Chief Prosecutor of the UN backed Special Court for Sierra Leone says the court is struggling to raise
money to continue the trial of Charles Taylor.
Mr. Stephen Rapp said the constraints, have caused the court to seek financial support to cater to its two
point five million US dollar weekly expenditure.
Mr. Rapp told reporters the court is currently expecting one point two million dollars from the UK to fund
its operations next week.

He also spoke of commitments from Germany and the United States to provide funding to cover
operations of the court for the rest of the year.
Mr. Rapp said the prosecution is looking forward to cross examining former President Taylor as his
testimony appears contrary to evidence the prosecution has.
He frowned on delays by the defense and projected that the presentation of evidence would be over by
February 2010.
Meanwhile, Mr. Rapp has announced he is resigning from the Court on September seven but expressed
confidence that the prosecution team was ready to handle the trial.
Mr. Rapp who has been confirmed as US ambassador at large for war crimes issues says he would use his
position to raised money for the Special court.
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CharlesTaylorTrial.org (The Hague)
Tuesday, 18 August 2009
Liberia: Taylor Negotiated With RUF Rebels For The Release Of UN Hostages; Says ECOMOG
Traded Diamonds and Arms With the RUF
Alpha Sesay
Charles Taylor explained how he successfully negotiated the release of United Nations peacekeepers who
were held hostage by rebel forces in Sierra Leone during his continuing testimony in The Hague today.
Meanwhile while his defense team highlighted a United Nations report alleging that West African
peacekeepers were involved in diamond and arms trade with Sierra Leonean rebels.
In May 2000, when Revolutionary United Front (RUF) rebels took more than 500 United Nations
peacekeepers hostage in Sierra Leone, Mr. Taylor said that he was mandated by Economic Community of
West African States (ECOWAS) leaders and the United Nations to negotiate with the RUF rebels and
secure the release of the hostages. Speaking on behalf of the international community, Mr. Taylor said he
expressed his anger to the RUF rebels and told them the hostages needed to be released without any
conditions.
Mr. Taylor said he called Issa Sesay, the RUF commander who was in possession of the UN hostages, to
meet him in Liberia where the release of the peacekeepers was agreed. Mr. Taylor said ECOWAS leaders,
UN and the United States Embassy officials were all informed that he was meeting with Issa Sesay.
"I was very tied up with this particular situation. I made it clear to Issa Sesay that the UN peacekeepers
must be released unconditionally and voiced to him the outrage of the international community," Mr.
Taylor said.
"I was not speaking with Issa Sesay as Taylor but I was speaking for ECOWAS, the African Union and
the entire international community. I told Issa that the worst they could play with was the United Nations.
I was very upset and thought they were very stupid. I told him the UN people had to be released
unconditionally. This was not a friendly chat," Mr. Taylor explained.
Issa Sesay, Mr. Taylor said, eventually facilitated the release of the hostages to Liberian authorities in
Liberia before they were all handed over to the UN.
After the abduction of the United Nations peacekeepers in May 2000, RUF leader Foday Sankoh was
arrested and put into custody by the government of Sierra Leone. Mr. Taylor told the judges today that
because the RUF needed a leadership with whom to negotiate, he convened a meeting of ECOWAS heads
of states and together, they all named Issa Sesay as interim leader of the RUF.
Mr. Taylor's defense counsel also read in court today a 2000 United Nations report which indicated that
the Nigerian ECOWAS Monitoring Group (ECOMOG) peacekeepers in Sierra Leone were involved in
trading diamonds in return for guns with the RUF rebels.
The prosecution has alleged that Mr. Taylor was involved in trading diamonds in return for guns with
RUF rebels in Sierra Leone. Mr. Taylor today dismissed this allegation, calling it "total nonsense."
"There is no such thing as Foday Sankoh selling me diamonds," Mr. Taylor said.
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Mr. Taylor further said that he believed the allegation in the UN report that Nigerian ECOMOG
peacekeepers sold guns to the RUF in return for diamonds was true, because while he was a rebel leader,
he had the same transaction with the Nigerian ECOMOG peacekeepers in Liberia.
"There is nothing new about ECOMOG selling arms to rebel groups. I Charles Ghankay Taylor bought
arms and ammunition from ECOMOG peacekeepers in Liberia during the civil war even while we were
fighting them," he said.
Mr. Taylor also told the judges today that he did not believe that diamonds played any role in the Sierra
Leone conflict. "There is not sufficient evidence to really make such conclusion," he said. Mr. Taylor said
that he also could not tell whether the warring factions in Sierra Leone used diamonds to fuel the conflict
in the country.
Mr. Taylor is being tried on allegations that he provided support to RUF rebels in Sierra Leone through
the supply of arms and ammunition in return for diamonds. Diamonds, the prosecution says, were used by
Mr. Taylor and RUF rebel leaders to fuel the conflict in Sierra Leone and that through his acts or
omissions, Mr. Taylor bears responsibility for the crimes committed by RUF rebels in Sierra Leone. Mr.
Taylor has denied the allegations. He is presently testifying as a witness in his own defense.
Mr. Taylor's testimony continues tomorrow.
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Tuesday, 18 August 2009
John Kollie

Former Liberian President, Charles Taylor has confirmed a United Nations 2000 report
that Nigerian ECOMOG Soldiers in Sierra Leone traded their guns for diamonds with the
RUF Rebels. Mr. Taylor admitted that he too traded with ECOMOG during the Liberian
Civil War. And why did Mr. Taylor play a leading role in the release of over 5oo UN
Peacekeepers from RUF captivity? John Kollie transcribes for the BBCWST reports from
The Hague…
A United Nations report read in court alleged that Nigerian ECOMOG Soldiers abandoned their
peacekeeping mission in Sierra Leone and engaged in an illegal diamond trade with the rebels.
The UN report stated that an RUF radio message intercepted by the Sierra Leone Army pointed to the
illicit diamond trade between some Nigerian ECOMOG Officers and RUF Leader Foday Sankoh.
The Prosecution in this war crimes trial alleged that Charles Taylor was the mastermind behind the RUF
diamond trade for guns. During his testimonies on Tuesday, Mr. Taylor vehemently dismissed the
prosecution’s allegation.
The Former Liberian Leader said he’s not a stranger to the ECOMOG gun trade.
Mr. Taylor said he too had a business relationship with ECOMOG during the Liberian Civil war.
Mr. Taylor’s role in the release of over 500 UN Peacekeepers from the captivity of the RUF Rebels in
Sierra Leone was highlighted in Tuesday’s testimonies.
Mr. Taylor said he facilitated the release of the UN Peacekeepers at the request of the international
community including the United States and Great Britain. He said after series of meetings in 2000 with
ECOWAS and UN Officials; he invited Former RUF Commander, Issa Sesay to Monrovia.
Mr. Taylor told the court as a Mediator for ECOWAS in the Sierra Leonean crisis, he warned Issa Sesay
to release the peacekeepers.
The over 500 UN Peacekeepers mainly Zambians, Kenyans, Malaysians and Norwegians were taken
hostage by the RUF in demand for the release of their Leader, Foday Sankoh.
Mr. Taylor said only Libya and the United Nations assisted him when he secured the release of the UN
Peacekeepers.
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United Nations

Nations Unies

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL)
UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 18 August 2009
[The media summaries and press clips do not necessarily represent the views of UNMIL.]

International Clips on Liberia
BBC Tuesday, 18 August 2009 16:19 UK

UN fears over Liberia drug trade
The UN Secretary General, Ban Ki-moon, has warned that the burgeoning drugs trade in Liberia is a
serious threat to the country's long-term stability. Mr Ban said independent security institutions needed
to be implemented in order to deal with the problem. He added that drug gangs continued to affect
peace in neighbouring Sierra Leone and Ivory Coast. If left unchecked the situation could spark renewed
conflict in the West African region, Mr Ban said. In recent years West Africa has become a key transit
point for drugs en route from the Americas to Europe. In a report to the UN Security Council, Mr Ban
said Liberia continued to make significant progress in consolidating peace after more than a decade of
civil war - but that those gains remained fragile. I am particularly concerned that drug trafficking could
trigger further [regional] destabilization. The report on the work of UN peacekeepers in Liberia saw Mr
Ban express concerns over the state of rule of law, security and job creation. Some 13,000
peacekeepers are in the country monitoring the implementation of a 2003 peace deal that ended the
civil war in which more than two million people died.

Agriterra plans to buy Liberian palm oil firm for $12 mln
Aug 18 (Reuters) - Agricultural sector-focused Agriterra Ltd (AGTAR.L) said on Tuesday it planned to
buy West African palm oil company Equatorial Biofuels (Guernsey) Ltd from Equatorial Palm Oil Plc for
about $12 million in cash and stock. The company, which is focussed in central and southern Africa, said
Equatorial Biofuels, located in Liberia, would complement its existing grain processing and cattle
ranching in Mozambique. Agriterra, a former oil and gas explorer under the name White Nile Ltd, said it
would pay $2.5 million in cash and issue 110 million shares and that it had signed a memorandum of
understanding. "By diversifying our product range to include food stuffs such as crude palm oil, which is
used in a plethora of products such as margarine, chocolate and zero-trans fat cooking oil, we enable
year round processing of a variety of products," the company said in a statement.

APF team leaves for UN mission in Liberia
Himalayan News Service KATHMANDU: A 120-member team of Armed Police Force left last night to
assist the United Nations Mission in Liberia. A statement issued by the APF Headquarters today said that
the team had departed as per the request of the United Nations. Additional Inspector General Shailendra
Kumar Shrestha of the APF bade farewell to the team. AGI Shrestha said that the APF was a success in a
short period due to the overall effort and contribution of the APF officers and cadets. “The team will
perform their best and achieve fame and dignity for the organisation and the nation in the international
arena,” he said. Shrestha said the APF was playing a significant role in the international arena owing it
to the dedication of the security force. He also said that the APF played a significant role to maintain
peace in the country and foreign lands. The team comprising of 12 senior officers including SPs
Khadananda Chaudhari and Ram Prakash Shrestha will work in Liberia for the next six months. There
are two separate armed police units in Liberia. Each unit consists of 120 members. The APF has been
involved in the mission since 2003.

Guinea releases Liberia ex-rebel leader

18 August 2009…AfricaNews - Erstwhile Liberian rebel leader Sekou Demate Conneh has been released
from prison in Guinea. The man who led the defunct Liberia United for Reconciliation and Democracy
(LURD) had his freedom restored by the military junta of Captain Moussa Dedis Camara and ordered to
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leave Guinea in 72 hours. Sekou was arrested and detained months ago on allegations of
subversion but he denied it. His force oversaw the premature departure of ex-president Chares Taylor
from power in 2003. Local media is quoting a publicist of Conneh - Mark Jabateh - that the former
presidential candidate in the 2005 Liberian elections was released upon the intervention of the ECOWAS
through Sierra Leonean president Earnest Bai Koromah. According to the report, Conneh landed in
Sierra Leone upon his release for medical treatment but was asked by that country to leave on security
grounds. With Conneh yet to arrive in Liberia, his next destination remains unknown. While, in jail, some
of Conneh’s supporters in Liberia pleaded with the Liberian government to intercede his release from
prison to no avail.

International Clips on West Africa

RUF Commander Sam Bockarie's Relocation to Liberia Was
Sanctioned By the
Aug 18, 2009 (CharlesTaylorTrial.org/All Africa Global Media via COMTEX) -- Charles Taylor had the
international community's approval to grant political asylum to Sam Bockarie after the rebel
commander left Sierra Leone in December 1999, Mr. Taylor told judges today at his trial in The
Hague. Mr. Taylor told the judges that Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS)
leaders realized that Sam Bockarie's continued presence in Sierra Leone was a hindrance to the
peace process in the country and a unanimous decision was taken that he should leave the country
and obtained political asylum in Liberia. "Bockarie did not voluntarily leave Sierra Leone. ECOWAS
extracted Bockarie from Sierra Leone. That's how he left. He did not leave Sierra Leone voluntarily.
He came to Liberia in December of 1999. People did not know the inside story. But this is what
happened. It was an ECOWAS extraction, they took him out of Sierra Leone, he had no choice," Mr.
Taylor said.

Guinea junta leader bows to pressure over polls
CONAKRY, Aug 18, 2009 (AFP) - Guinea's military rulers have finally yielded to growing pressure at
home and abroad and announced presidential and legislative elections for early next year. The army
captain who has assumed presidential powers since the death of long-time president Lansana Conte
last December, Moussa Dadis Camara, said the presidential poll would be held on January 31,
followed by legislative elections on March 26.
Camara made the announcement during an official function in Conakry late Monday attended by
members of his junta-appointed government and the all-party committee he set up to pave the way
for the polls in the West African nation. The military ruler said he was bowing to the wishes of the
committee, which also includes trade union and civil society representatives. "I accept the proposals
of the ad hoc committee, which represents the population," he said. "I can only bow to your wishes."

Local Media – Newspaper

Visiting US Congressional Delegation Departs Liberia
(New Democrat, The News, The Inquirer, The Informer, Heritage, The Analyst)

•
•
•
•
•

President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf has held discussions in Monrovia with a visiting United States
Congressional Delegation.
An Executive Mansion release issued in Monrovia said the discussion reviewed progress in
Liberia’s development agenda and strengthening of cooperation between the United States
and Liberia.
Speaking at a joint news conference with President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf, the head of the
Congressional delegation, George Butterfield spoke of plans to help upgrade the standard of
the Freeport of Monrovia, the Roberts International Airport and other facilities in the country.
For her part, President Sirleaf said despite the many challenges the development of the
country’s infrastructure was critical.
While in the country, the US Congressional delegation toured the Free Port of Monrovia and
the Liberia Electricity Corporation. The delegation has left the country.
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President Sirleaf Nominates Commissioner to National Human Rights Commission
(The Analyst)

•
•
•
•

President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf has nominated commissioners of the Independent National
Human Rights Commission (INHCR) pending confirmation by the Senate.
Those nominated Counsellor M. Bedor-Wla Freeman as Head of the Commission; Attorney
Esther Seton Cee, Losene Bility and Mr. Clinton Layweh.
Others are Mr. George Dayrell, Mr. Joseph Cornormia and Anthony Boakai.
The President made the appointments after an amendment of the Act establishing the
Independent National Commission on Human Rights law.

FBI Presents Sealed Verdict in Over US$1M Deal
(New Democrat)

•

•

The Federal Bureau of Investigation has handed over a sealed verdict to the General Auditing
Commission determining whether signatures of President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf and three
Finance Ministry officials were forged in the Central Bank of Liberia over US$1 million transfer
deal.
In early July, the GAC solicited the expertise of FBI Forensic document examiner, Meredith
Dekalb Miller to determine whether the signatures on the over US$1 million transfer deal
from the Central Bank to an Ecobank account were forged or not.

Special Court Prosecutor Confirmed as US Ambassador-At-Large for War Crimes
• The Prosecutor of the UN-backed Special Court for Sierra Leone, Stephen Rapp today held a
news conference in Monrovia.
• Mr. Rapp who has been leading the prosecution against former President Charles Taylor will
be leaving the Special Court to take up a new assignment at the US State Department as the
US Ambassador- at- Large for War Crimes issues next Month.
• He was appointed as Prosecutor of the Special Court by UN in 2006.
CBL Wants Fast Track Financial Court
(The Inquirer)
•
•
•

The Central Bank of Liberia (CBL), says it wants a fast-track financial court to be established
in the country.
The bank says, when established the court would be tasked with the duty of expeditiously
adjudicating financial cases in the country.
The bank’s proposal for the establishment of the court was contained in a brief presentation it
made to the Liberian cabinet over the weekend at the end of a two-day cabinet retreat held
by the government on the theme, “Prioritizing The Priority.”

Local Media – Star Radio (culled from website today at 09:00 am)

Visiting US Congressional Delegation Departs Liberia
(Also reported on Radio Veritas, Sky F.M., Truth F.M. and ELBC)

Defense Ministry Restructures National Coast Guard
• The Ministry of National Defense says it has begun restructuring the Liberia National Coast
Guard.
• Defense Minister Brownie Samukai said the process began following the passage of the
Defense Act in 2008.
• The Defense Act of 2008 mandates the Executive Branch of Government to establish the
Liberia National Coast Guard.
• Minister Samukai said following the passage of the Act, 47 candidates were vetted by a
Selection Board.
• He disclosed that the U.S. Government under its Foreign Mission Funding has made available
US$5 million for the restructuring exercise which is intended to train officers, procure logistics
and restore broken facilities, among others.
• The Defense Ministry Boss said the Liberian government has already provided over
US$200,000 for the renovation of facilities at the Coast Guard Base.
• Meanwhile, Minister Samukai has maintained that people occupying the National Coast Guard
facilities on Bushrod Island will be removed by October this year.
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Former LURD Rebel Leader Released from Prison in Guinea
• The former leader of the disbanded Liberians United for Reconciliation and Democracy (LURD)
rebel movement, Sekou Damante Conneh has been released from detention.
• Reports say the former LURD leader was set free last Friday through the intervention of the
Economic Community of West African States, ECOWAS.
• According to him, the ECOWAS authorities discovered that the charges brought against Mr.
Conneh were unconvincing to keep him in jail.
• A spokesman of Mr. Conneh’s Progressive Democratic Party (PRODEMP), Jurah Sando said the
former LURD leader is currently in Sierra Leone and is expected in Monrovia in two weeks.

(Also reported on Radio Veritas, Sky F.M., Truth F.M. and ELBC)

Radio Veritas (Monitored today at 9:45 am)

FDA Assesses Global Witness Report on Forest Sector
• Authorities of the Forestry Development Authority (FDA) say they are studying the report of
the Campaign Group, Global Witness which is highly critical of the forest concession
agreement granted three logging companies.
• Global Witness has for the past two months called for the companies to be denied forest
concession based on their link with a group known for its bad human rights record.
• The FDA authorities said the organization will give its position after a careful review of the
Campaign Group report.
• Meanwhile, the Forestry Development Authority said it followed the new forestry laws and
best international practices to award the concession agreement to the companies.

Truth F.M. (Monitored today at 10:00 am)

President Sirleaf Nominates Commissioner to National Human Rights Commission
****
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Reuters
Wednesday, 19 August 2009
From prison, Karadzic does not regret war role
By International Justice Desk

Scheveningen, Netherlands

Radovan Karadzic says his conscience is
clear and he does not regret his role for
which he is now awaiting trial on
genocide charges.
"I do not regret my own role," the former
Bosnian Serb leader said in a written interview with Reuters from the United Nations Detention Unit in
Scheveningen, the Netherlands.
"I didn't seek public office, but when I held it, I carried out my duties with the best interest of the people
in my heart."
Karadzic was the president of the Bosnian Serbs, who sought to carve out their own state from Bosnia in
the war, Europe's deadliest since World War Two.
The war crimes suspect told Reuters that he is "most proud" of having carried out his duty without seeking
personal gain or for my own self interest. "I will feel free wherever I am for the remainder of my life."
The International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) in The Hague charges the former
psychiatrist with war crimes, crimes against humanity and genocide.
Karadzic denies all charges, though in his letter, which was cleared by the war crimes court before being
released to Reuters, he lamented the war which he blamed on Bosnian Muslims.
"I regret what happened during the war in Bosnia -- the many lives that were lost, the suffering of people
of all ethnicities, and the shattering of families and property," he wrote. "I deeply regret that the war was
fought, but it was not our choice."
Since his arrest in Belgrade last summer, Karadzic has wrangled with the tribunal during pre-trial
proceedings, demanding that top diplomats be called as witnesses to support his argument that he was
offered an immunity deal in if he disappeared from public view.
International prosecutors were aiming for the trial to start by the end of the year but with various pre-trial
motions, it is more likely to start next year.
Karadzic next appears in court for a pre-trial hearing on Thursday.

(Source: Reuters)

22

Voice of America
Tuesday, 18 August 2009
Group Warns Against 'Victor's Justice' in Rwanda Genocide
By Alan Boswell
Nairobi

A human rights group chastises the International Criminal Tribunal for
Rwanda for failing to prosecute any officials of the Tutsi military group
that eventually ended the 1994 genocide, despite allegations of planned
civilian killings on its part. Human Rights Watch warns the court will
lose credibility if only one side of the conflict is prosecuted.
The group is calling on the chief prosecutor for the United Nationsbacked court to try senior Rwandan Patriotic Front officials before the
court's tenure draws to a close next year.

Rwanda Genocide Memorial

The London director for Human Rights Watch, Tom Porteous, explains
the group's letter to the chief prosecutor.

"The International Criminal Tribunal of Rwanda has done a good job in prosecuting perpetrators of the
genocide in Rwanda, but we feel that it should turn its attention to members of the Rwandan Patriotic
Front, who committed very serious violations - crimes against humanity, war crimes - in the aftermath of
the genocide," Porteous said.
Porteous suggests that unless the court tries both sides of the conflict, the court's mandate for neutral
justice will be unfulfilled.
"So far the ICTR has failed to prosecute any senior Rwandan Patriotic Front officers, and this we feel will
undermine the credibility of the ICTR," he said.
Led by now-president Paul Kagame, the Tutsi RPF overran the Hutu militias orchestrating the genocide in
Rwanda and effectively ended the three-month massacre of ethnic Tutsi and moderate Hutu. The RPF has
held power in Rwanda since securing the nation in 1994.
While the vast majority of the 800,000 deaths in 1994 were committed by the radical Hutu militias, a U.N.
agency has alleged that the RPF was also responsible for 25,000 to 45,000 civilian deaths.
Human Rights Watch claims that the court holds ample evidence linking the upper ranks of RPF to some
of the retaliatory civilian killings. The group suggests that the chief prosecutor may be caving in to
political pressure from the RPF-led Rwandan government.
The group says that the few prosecutions by the Rwandan judiciary against members of the RPF for the
post-genocide violence have focused on low-level officials and have ignored evidence that the attacks
may have been directed from high up the military chain.
The Tanzanian-based International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda was established by the U.N. after the
1994 genocide to try the suspected criminals of the Rwanda violence according to international standards
of justice.
In a letter responding to Human Rights Watch, chief prosecutor Hassan Jallow rebuffs the group's
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accusations, denying that political intimidation from the Rwandan government was stifling prosecutions
of RPF officials.
Jallow confirmed that his court has indeed focused on the Hutu perpetrators of the genocide since that was
the main purpose for the court's creation. He said that hundreds of those responsible of the genocide are
still at-large and have not yet been indicted or arrested by the court.
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Jurist
Tuesday, 18 August 2009
Kenya's Dangerous Dance with Impunity
By Charles Jalloh

JURIST Guest Columnist Charles Jalloh of the University of Pittsburgh
School of Law says that while having the International Criminal Court take up
cases arising out of the violence that followed Kenya's 2007 elections could be
convenient for local politicians seeking to evade responsibility for stoking
ethnic hatreds and fomenting violence for personal gain, international
prosecutions may have limited impact in healing the raw wounds of the
currently divided nation....
Following disputed multi-party elections held on 27 December 2007, shocking
and unprecedented violence gripped the East African nation of Kenya. It is
estimated that about 1,200 innocent people were killed in the course of three
months. Of those, the majority lost their lives on the basis of ethnicity,
political affiliation, or both. Since then, Kenyans have been demanding that the
perpetrators of those crimes be brought to justice.
In principle, the country has three choices to prosecute post-election violence.
First and most obviously, it could use its domestic courts to do so. National courts are usually the best forum in
which to prosecute crimes. That is why they are the default option. Among other things, they are the locus criminis,
the place where the crimes occurred, and where suspects, victims, their relatives, and most witnesses reside. State
prosecutors can also normally rely on the law enforcement machinery of the domestic criminal justice system (such
as the police) to swiftly conduct investigations, draw up charges, execute arrest warrants, and detain suspects.
Unfortunately in Kenya’s situation, the Commission of Inquiry into Post Election Violence (“Waki Commission”),
which was established in order to do a post-mortem on the election-related crimes and to recommend a way
forward, ruled out this option. Why? Because in the Waki Commission's view, the local justice system was in such
a “sorry state” that the public rightly lacked confidence in its ability to dispense credible justice.
In addition, the country’s legal system was plagued by major institutional deficiencies. These had a tendency to
encourage rather than deter entrepreneurs of violence because the chances were high they would get off scot-free.
On top of that was a lack of political will at the high levels to genuinely address such crimes, as well as fears about
prosecuting powerful people among the lower ranks of the police. In such an environment, impunity tends to thrive
and the rule of law starts to wither.
Thus, the Waki Commission recommended that Kenya choose the second option available to it, that is: to establish
a hybrid Special Tribunal for Kenya (“STK”). The STK, a court of mixed subject matter jurisdiction and staff
composition, would investigate and prosecute those “bearing greatest responsibility” for the killings and other
atrocities related to the 2007 general elections.
Special courts are in vogue in the international community. They are a better option wherever domestic courts
cannot be trusted to dispense justice, whether because of a lack of capacity or a lack in the necessary juridical space
to function independently. A key advantage of these types of tribunals, among others, is that they can be grafted
onto the existing justice system. This is what happened in Bosnia, East Timor, and Cambodia with United Nations
assistance. Alternately, they could be insulated from the travails of domestic legal systems by creating a separate
institution altogether. The best examples of this are the Special Court for Sierra Leone, which has jurisdiction over
national and international crimes, and the Special Tribunal for Lebanon, which only has jurisdiction over common
Lebanese crimes.
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Regrettably, Kenya appears to have given up the various advantages of setting up a hybrid court. On 30 July 2009,
President Mwai Kibaki and his coalition government rejected the STK idea despite having endorsed it back in
December 2008. Instead, the Cabinet decided the country would prioritize “national healing and reconciliation.”
Toward this end, they would undertake “accelerated” and extensive reforms in the judiciary, police, and
investigative arms of government to try “perpetrators of post-election violence locally” (that is, within the regular
national courts).
Talks of institutional reform were obvious attempts to turn the fail grade that the Waki Commission had given the
domestic system into a passing mark. In any case, the government would now deploy local trials alongside the
recently established Truth, Justice, and Reconciliation Commission (“TJRC”). It appears that the TJRC is more
popular among the powers that be because it emphasizes forgiveness and reconciliation, not criminal prosecutions.
It can also grant amnesties for some crimes (albeit conditional ones) which is why many Kenyans question whether,
in reality, the government plans to set "justice" aside in order to put in place a process devoted exclusively to truth
and reconciliation.
In theory, as United States Secretary of State Hillary Clinton observed during her recent visit to Nairobi, the ideal
situation would be for domestic prosecutors, judges, and law enforcement officials to “step up to their
responsibilities” and remove the impunity question. Indeed, Kenya, like other countries, should aspire to render
justice through its regular courts.
In practice, however, this poses a huge problem because some Kenyan leaders who have apparently been implicated
by the Waki Commission are unlikely to sit idly by while tribunals with long arms are created to reach them and
their cronies. Those politicians have reportedly been fighting a rear guard action to kill the STK idea since last year.
They seem to have succeeded. In the meantime, the government now promises to fix the local justice system to
prosecute post-election violence.
What the government is not telling Kenyans is that it takes significant resources and time to implement the
extensive reforms that would be required to credibly prosecute perpetrators. This is especially so when we consider
the Waki Commission’s damning indictment of the domestic legal system. Not only did it point a finger at the
judiciary, but it also questioned the effectiveness of key players in the justice process, including the AttorneyGeneral. The latter has the power, and in the past has not hesitated to use it to block prosecutions, especially those
brought against prominent individuals.
The good news is that the skeptical commissioners left Kenyans a back-up plan in case the politicians fail, for
whatever reason, to establish the STK. It therefore gave custody of evidence and an envelope containing a list of
alleged suspects of post-election violence to Kofi Annan. Annan, the former UN Secretary-General, chairs the Panel
of Eminent African Personalities that the African Union dispatched in 2008 to help the rival political camps reach
political settlements. He was to hand over the material to Prosecutor Luis Moreno-Ocampo of the International
Criminal Court (ICC). Essentially, the Waki Commission tried to shame the government into dealing with impunity
domestically through a locally driven but internationalized STK process- or, failing that, for it to refer itself to the
ICC for investigations and possible prosecutions.
In early July 2009, the Kenyan authorities sent a high level delegation to meet with the ICC prosecutor in The
Hague. This suggested that the government is indeed serious about dealing with the accountability question. On the
other hand, by choosing to scuttle the STK recommendation just a few weeks later, the politicians appear to be
playing games- not only regarding impunity, but regarding the future stability of the country as well. In the end,
time will tell what their motives were. But if this turns out to be political maneuvering, as evidenced by the
experiences of other African countries, Kenyan leaders would be engaging in a dangerous dance with impunity.
Annan, by this point one of Africa’s leading post-conflict paramedics, has recently transmitted the evidence and list
of suspects to the ICC Prosecutor. The question now is whether the proposed domestic prosecutions would square
with the country’s obligations under the Rome Statute. Part of the answer can be found in Article 17(1).
Under that provision, a case is inadmissible before the ICC if it “is being investigated or prosecuted by a State
which has jurisdiction over it.” However, where the concerned state proves to be either “unwilling” or “unable
genuinely to carry out the investigation or prosecution,” the presumption of complementarity will be reversed,
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thereby rendering the case admissible in the ICC. Unwillingness exists where national authorities undertake
sham investigations to shield suspects from prosecution, where there is unjustified delay indicating that there is in
fact no intention to prosecute, or where proceedings are not conducted impartially.
The Waki Commission found that, historically, impunity has reigned supreme for election related violence in
Kenya. So, in a way, one could quickly consign the country to the “unwilling” category and, on that basis, argue for
ICC involvement. Indeed, what is known about the post-election violence raises serious concerns about whether
there is a genuine commitment to investigate and prosecute post-election crimes given the alleged links between
perpetrators, politicians, and other higher level persons associated with the current government.
There are also serious problems affecting justice delivery in Kenya. The weakest link is apparently the investigative
arm of the police. Yet the country relies heavily on police prosecutors who apparently conduct the majority of all
cases in Kenya due to the limited capacity of the Attorney-General’s office. Because of heavy police involvement in
the violence, this raises serious questions about fundamental principles of natural justice. But the threshold for
inability under the Rome Statute appears so high that it would only be met where there is a “total” or “substantial
collapse” of the national legal system. Thus, for the “unable” prong of the Article 17(1) test, a strong argument can
be made that Kenyans have some ability to prosecute the crimes locally. The system may be tattered, but is not yet a
write off from an Article 17 point of view.
Nevertheless, the politicians probably figured that they are better off opting for “self-referral” because, under
Article 17(1)(b), the ICC would not possess jurisdiction if Kenya investigates and decides not to prosecute. This
would be so unless there is evidence of bad faith tending to show unwillingness or inability to prosecute. It is also
hard for the Prosecutor to exercise jurisdiction if someone is prosecuted within a Kenyan court, and say because of
subtle pressure on a judge, is exonerated in a local trial. Double jeopardy rules would apply to the ICC proceedings
as per Article 17(1)(c).
But the clincher behind the latest insistence on domestic prosecutions may lay elsewhere. They probably know that
the ICC Prosecutor must analyze the “seriousness” of information received about alleged crimes under Article 15(2)
of the Rome Statute. Ocampo announced in February 2008 that he is undertaking preliminary investigations into the
Kenyan situation. However, to invoke his jurisdiction he must find that one or more defined ICC crimes in Article 5
(i.e. genocide, crimes against humanity or war crimes) were perpetrated.
It seems to be settled that ethnicity was a key factor in the post-election violence. However, the Waki Commission
did not discover any evidence of genocidal intent. At best, there was an internal disturbance after the elections so
war crimes are also not in issue. Nevertheless, according to the commissioners, the evidence of attacks against
civilians may amount to “crimes against humanity.” Even here, there are serious difficulties because it is uncertain
that the post-election violence in Kenya would necessarily match the definition in Article 7 of the Rome Statute.
First, on the positive side crimes against humanity no longer require a nexus to an armed conflict to be punishable.
On that score, Kenya would pass the first hurdle.
Second, Article 7(1) prohibits certain acts that were apparently perpetrated in Kenya, including: murder, deportation
or forcible population transfers, unlawful imprisonment, torture, sexual violence such as rape or other acts of
comparable gravity, persecution against identifiable political or ethnic groups, and enforced disappearance. In
addition, specific features of the post-election violence that caused victims great suffering or serious bodily or
mental injury, such as the forced circumcision of Luo men, could conceivably fall into the residual category of
“other inhumane acts” in the same way that forced marriage, which was a salient feature of the Sierra Leonean
conflict, has since been jurisprudentially determined to constitute an inhumane act.
On the more challenging side, in order to show that crimes against humanity were committed in Kenya, the Rome
Statute requires proof of the “contextual elements” that would transform an ordinary offense such as murder into an
international crime. This requires that the prohibited acts, in the language of Article 7(1), be found to be “part of a
widespread or systematic attack direct against any civilian population.” The first part of this test is disjunctive so
only proof of one of the two elements is required. The second half requires an “attack,” which is generally taken to
mean “multiple“ (as opposed to random or isolated) acts against a civilian population. It is certainly arguable that
there were widespread attacks against Kenyans after the elections. The more difficult argument to sustain is that
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those attacks were carried out deliberately as a result of some state or organizational policy. This is especially so
considering the finding that some of the post-election violence was spontaneous rather than organized.
Ultimately, the answers to these legal questions will be fact driven. It is therefore hard to allege that crimes against
humanity were committed in Kenya without detailed evidence. In fact, even the Waki Commission, which spent
months studying the post-election crisis, hesitated to reach a definitive conclusion on this point. Much of the
evidence gathered was apparently insufficient to prove the suspects’ guilt in a regular criminal trial, and as such was
meant to serve as a springboard for further investigations. Significantly, the report admitted that the evidence “may
even fall short of the proof required” for crimes against humanity.
The possibility that only one international crime may have been committed in Kenya will be weighed by the ICC
prosecutor alongside the numbers of victims, amongst other factors, in deciding whether to pursue the Kenyan
situation. Furthermore, while tragic and unprecedented, he is free to conclude that the post-election violence does
not meet the gravity threshold when considered against other situations from around the world. In other words,
under Article 17(1)(d), he may find that there is insufficient gravity to warrant further investigations or
prosecutions.
Where does this analysis leave Kenya? If the desire is to mete out credible justice for the post-election crimes,
Kenya’s best option remains the STK, as the Waki Commission argued back in October 2008. But since agreement
on a hybrid court seems to be elusive, or is caught up in survivor politics, Kenyan leaders have opted to prosecute
cases domestically. This clearly gives them more control and influence over the process. Whether local
prosecutions would ultimately pass ICC muster would depend upon how they are carried out. That in turn depends
on how speedily reforms can be implemented in a judicial system that apparently enjoys little confidence amongst
ordinary Kenyans.
The final option is for an ICC self-referral. Contrary to popular commentary within Kenya, the so-called “Hague
option” is not, and should not be seen as, a magic bullet for the country’s impunity problems. For one thing, as
shown here, there is no guarantee that the Prosecutor would invoke his jurisdiction to pursue the crimes there. Even
if he does so for his own reasons, say to prove the point that some African states still support instead of oppose the
ICC, he can only prosecute those “most responsible” for the violence. An “impunity gap” would result except if
Kenyan authorities prosecute middle and lower ranking perpetrators, while sending the “big fish” to The Hague.
In any case, distant trials at the ICC would offer little comfort for those to whom it matters the most: the Kenyan
victims of the violence. Why? Because they would effectively be denied the opportunity to watch their tormentors
face justice. In turn, while this could be a good way out for the politicians seeking to evade responsibility for
stoking ethnic hatreds and fomenting post-election violence for personal gain, international prosecutions may
ultimately have limited impact in healing the raw wounds of the currently divided nation.
Charles C. Jalloh is an assistant professor at the University of Pittsburgh School of Law. He previously worked at
the Special Court for Sierra Leone and the UN International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda.

