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MSNBC
Monday, 9 August 2010
http://today.msnbc.msn.com/id/38614612/ns/today-entertainment/
Farrow contradicts Campbell over diamonds
Actress says supermodel told her Charles Taylor gave her a 'huge diamond'

Miguel Medina / AFP - Getty Images
This photo taken of a monitor shows
Mia Farrow testifying before a war
crimes trial in the Hague on
Monday. The actress contradicted
testimony given last week by Naomi
Campbell, saying that the
supermodel told her she had
received a "huge diamond" from
then-president of Liberia Charles
Taylor in 1997.

THE HAGUE — Actress Mia Farrow told the Sierra Leone war crimes court Monday that she had heard
supermodel Naomi Campbell say that she had been given a "huge diamond" by Charles Taylor when he
was Liberia's president.
Farrow's testimony contradicts evidence given by British fashion model Naomi Campbell last week.
The prosecution has called Farrow, Campbell and her former agent Carole White to testify about a gift of
uncut diamonds the former Liberian president allegedly gave the model after a 1997 party.
Campbell appeared at the Special Court for Sierra Leone last week and said she had been given "dirty
looking pebbles" after a 1997 charity dinner in South Africa, but did not know if they were diamonds
from Taylor.
In court Monday, Farrow said she had seen Campbell join a group of guests at breakfast after the dinner,
hosted by South African president Nelson Mandela, and that Campbell had immediately started telling a
story about an event that had happened overnight.
"She said in the night she had been awakened by men knocking at her door that said they had been sent to
her by Charles Taylor, and they had given her a very huge diamond," Farrow told the court.
Farrow said Campbell had then said she intended to give the diamond to the Nelson Mandela Children's
Fund. Blood diamond trade
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If true, the story would dent the 62-year-old Taylor's credibility. He has denied any involvement with the
diamond trade.
The prosecution claims Taylor traded guns to rebels in neighboring Sierra Leone in exchange for uncut
diamonds — known as "blood diamonds" for their role in financing conflicts — during the country's
1992-2002 civil war, which left more than 100,000 dead.
He has denied all 11 charges he is facing at the tribunal, including murder, rape, sexual enslavement and
recruiting child soldiers.
Modeling agent Carole White had been scheduled to give testimony first, but Farrow was called out of
order, enraging Taylor defense lawyer Courtenay Griffiths.
"I am seriously angry about this," the usually reserved Griffiths said, his voice raised.
"We have prepared and planned our strategy based on their notification that their first witness would be
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BBC Online
Monday, 9 August 2010

Naomi Campbell said Taylor sent diamond: Mia Farrow

Mia Farrow said Ms Campbell told her she had been
given a diamond by men sent by Charles Taylor

Actress Mia Farrow has testified that model Naomi
Campbell said she got a "large diamond" from men sent
by ex-Liberian president Charles Taylor.
Ms Farrow's testimony directly contradicts Ms Campbell's account that she received
two or three stones and did not know who sent them.
Linking Mr Taylor to illegal "blood diamonds" is key to the prosecution's case at his
war crimes trial in The Hague.
Mr Taylor denies all 11 charges.
He is accused of war crimes during Sierra Leone's civil war, including using the
diamonds to fund rebels.
Breakfast chat
Giving evidence to the Special Court for Sierra Leone in the Netherlands last week,
Ms Campbell said she was given some "dirty-looking stones" after a dinner hosted
by former South African President Nelson Mandela in 1997.
But she said she did not know they were diamonds or who the gift was from.
However, Ms Farrow told the court that when Ms Campbell came down for breakfast
the next morning, she began speaking even before she sat down.
"What I remember is Naomi Campbell... said that in the night she had been
awakened, some men were knocking at the door. They had been sent by Charles
Taylor and they were giving a huge diamond," Ms Farrow said.
"And she said that she intended to give the diamond to Nelson Mandela's children's
charity."
Ms Campbell last week told the court she had given the stones to Jeremy Ractliffe of
the Nelson Mandela Children's Fund (NMCF) the next morning, because she wanted
the stones to go to charity.
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Mr Ractliffe has now handed the gems to police, and on Sunday they confirmed the
stones were real diamonds.
'Mildly flirtatious'
Mia Farrow: "She was quite excited and said... 'it was men sent by Charles Taylor and he sent me... a huge
diamond'"
After Ms Farrow, Ms Campbell's former agent, Carole White, is due to testify before
the court.
Both women were at the breakfast where Ms Campbell is said to have told them
about the late-night gift delivered to her room.
Ms White has told prosecutors that Mr Taylor and Ms Campbell were "mildly
flirtatious" throughout the dinner, and that she had heard him promise the model a
gift of diamonds.
"It was arranged that he would send some men back with the gift," said the notes
of an interview prosecutors had with Ms White in May.
Ms White said Ms Campbell "seemed excited about the diamonds and she kept
talking about them".
Mr Taylor was arrested in 2006 and his trial in The Hague opened in 2007.
The former warlord and president of Liberia is accused of using illegally mined
diamonds to secure weapons for Sierra Leone's RUF rebels during the 1991-2001
civil war - a charge he denies.
Prosecutors say that from his seat of power in Liberia, Mr Taylor also trained and
commanded the rebels.
The rebels were notoriously brutal, frequently hacking off the hands and legs of
civilians.
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UK Press Association
Monday, 9 August 2010
Campbell 'said Taylor sent diamond'
(UKPA)
Supermodel Naomi Campbell said she received a "huge diamond" from Charles Taylor, actress Mia
Farrow told the former Liberian leader's war crimes trial in The Hague.
Giving evidence to the Special Court for Sierra Leone in the Netherlands last week, Campbell, 40, said
she was given some "dirty-looking pebbles" after a dinner hosted by former South African president
Nelson Mandela in 1997.
But she said she did not know who the gift was from. However, Farrow told the court that when Campbell
came down for breakfast the next morning she began speaking even before she sat down.
She said: "What I remember is Naomi Campbell joined us at the table but before she even sat down she
recounted an event of that evening.
"And she said that in the night she had been awakened, some men were knocking at the door. They had
been sent by Charles Taylor and they were giving a huge diamond. And she said that she intended to give
the diamond to Nelson Mandela's children's charity."
Giving evidence last week, Campbell said she was woken in the night by two men knocking at her door.
She said she was given a pouch of "dirty-looking pebbles" but was not told who they were from.
Campbell told the court one of the other guests at breakfast made the suggestion the gift must have been
from Taylor and the "dirty looking pebbles" must have been diamonds.
But asked about where the suggestion came from that the stones were in fact diamonds, Farrow said:
"Miss Campbell. Miss Campbell entered the room. She was quite excited and said in effect, 'Oh my God,
in the middle of the night I was awoken by knocking at the door and it was men sent by Charles Taylor
and he sent me a huge diamond.'"
Asked who said the gift came from Taylor, Farrow said: "Naomi Campbell."
Taylor, the former president of Liberia, is accused of war crimes during Sierra Leone's civil war,
including using diamonds to fund rebels. He denies 11 charges, including murder, rape, sexual slavery and
recruiting child soldiers.
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Telegraph.co.uk
Monday, 9 August 2010

Mia Farrow disputes Naomi Campbell's account of 'blood diamond affair'
By Bruno Waterfield, in The Hague
The American actress appeared today at the trial of Mr Taylor, Liberia's former President, who is indicted by the
UN for war crimes for his role in supporting brutal rebels in neighbouring Sierra Leone's civil war between 1996
and 2002.
Wearing a dark pinstripe suit with a black waistcoat, Miss Farrow, 65, told the court in The Hague that the British
model had told her, and three of her children, that men, representing Mr Taylor, had given her a diamonds, or
diamonds, following a dinner hosted by Nelson Mandela in 1997.
”Naomi Campbell joined us before she evens sat down she recounted the events of the evening. She said that in the
night she had been awakened. Some men were knocking at her door. They were sent by Charles Taylor and they
had given her a huge diamond,” she said.
”Naomi Campbell said they came from Charles Taylor.”
Miss Campbell, giving sworn testimony to the UN war crimes court last Thursday, had insisted that she did not
know the identity of two men who gave her three "dirty looking pebbles" following the charity event in Pretoria.
Prosecutors and UN judges pressed Miss Farrow three times on whether the British model had said the diamonds
came from the African warlord, something Miss Campbell repeatedly denied.
”Naomi Campbell entered the room where my children and I were already eating breakfast. As I recall it she was
quite excited and said, in effect, 'oh my god, in the middle of night I was awakened by knocking at the door. It was
men sent by Charles Taylor and he sent me', as I recall, 'a huge diamond.”
UN prosecutors have accused Mr Taylor, 62, of taking illegally mined diamonds from Sierra Leone insurgents in
return for weapons that were used in a campaign of terror which killed 120,000 people and included child
enslavement and mutilation atrocities.
Critical to their case is the allegation that his staff gave Miss Campbell uncut gems as a present after they met at the
star studded gala banquet attended by Miss Farrow, the Mandelas, Quincy Jones. Imran and Jemina Khan.
Mr Taylor has denied any ownership or links to trading in diamonds as “totally un true”.
Miss Farrow had been due to testify after Carole White, the model's former agent but she was called out of order,
enraging Courtenay Griffiths QC, Mr Taylor's defence lawyer.
”I am seriously angry about this,” he said. “They are playing fast and loose with this court.”
”We have prepared and planned our strategy based on their notification that their first witness would be Carole
White.”
Last Thursday, Miss Campbell admitted she was given a “few dirty stones” but she did not know they were
diamonds or the identity of who had sent them.
Three uncut stones given by the model to Jeremy Ractcliffe, the former chief of the Nelson Mandela Children's
Fund were then handed in to the South African authorities last weekend.
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New York Daily News
Friday, 6 August 2010
Naomi Campbell's friend testifies he kept ex-president Charles Taylor's gifted blood diamond in
safe
By Corky Siemaszko , daily News Staff Writer

Getty
Supermodel Naomi Campbell
answering questions at the UN-backed
Special Court for Sierra Leone in
Leidschendam Thursday.

The bag of blood diamonds
prosecutors say Naomi Campbell got
from ousted Liberian president Charles
Taylor have turned up - in the safe of
her friend.
Jeremy Ractliffe, who used to run Nelson Mandela's charity, turned over the hot rocks to cops yesterday, a
day after Campbell testified at Taylor's war crimes trial.
Now Ractliffe is under investigation because possession of uncut diamonds is a crime in South Africa,
and he's allegedly had them since 1997.
In a statement, Ractliffe told cops Mandela had no idea he was holding the stones.
Taylor is accused of supporting the blood thirsty rebels in neighboring Sierra Leone's 11-year civil war and instigating a wave of rapes and amputations - in exchange for diamonds and other natural resources.
A lay Baptist minister who once prostrated himself on the stage during a Pat Robertson-backed revival
meeting, Taylor denies trading in the so-called "blood diamonds."
The sulky supermodel has testified that she met Taylor at a 1997 reception in South Africa and was later
given a bag of "dirty looking pebbles."
Campbell said she did not know they were blood diamonds - or that they were from Taylor. She said she
turned them over to Ractliffe after he warned her that taking them out of the country was a crime.
"Naomi suggested they could be of some benefit" to Mandela's charity, Ractliffe said. "But I told her I
would not involve the NMCF in anything that could possibly be illegal. In the end, I decided I should just
keep them."

Read more: http://www.nydailynews.com/news/world/2010/08/06/2010-0806_naomi_campbells_friend_testifies_he_kept_expresident_charles_taylors_gifted_bloo.html#ixzz0w6G
ydCdK
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Aljazeera
Thursday, 5 August 2010

Why Naomi Campbell had to testify

Naomi Campbell met Charles Taylor at a dinner in South Africa in 1997 [AFP]

Naomi Campbell, the British model, has taken the stand at the war crimes trial in
The Hague, the Netherlands, of Charles Taylor, the former Liberian president.
Al Jazeera examines why her testimony could be crucial for the case.
What is Charles Taylor on trial for?
Liberia's former president is facing 11 counts of war crimes and crimes against humanity
for his alleged role in the 1991-2002 Sierra Leone conflict, which claimed hundreds of
thousands of lives.
The charges include instigating murder, rape, mutilation, sexual slavery and conscription of
child soldiers.
He is also accused of receiving illegally mined "blood diamonds"
in return for arming rebels who murdered, raped and maimed
civilians in Sierra Leone.

In depth

Taylor, 62, has denied all the charges.
His trial is taking place at the Special Court for Sierra Leone in
The Hague, the Netherlands, an independent judicial body
established with backing from the United Nations Security Council.

Profile: Charles Taylor
Campbell 'received dirty

The court issued an indictment against the former president in 2003, but he was not
brought to trial until the beginning of 2008.
Taylor is the first former African head of state to face an international tribunal on charges of
crimes against humanity.
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Why is Naomi Campbell's testimony important to the trial?
Prosecutors called Campbell to the stand in the hope that she would provide evidence that
Taylor was in possession of uncut diamonds, which he is alleged to have received in return
for providing guns to rebels.
The model allegedly received the diamonds in 1997 after a dinner hosted by Nelson
Mandela, the former South African president, in Cape Town at which Taylor was also a
guest.
Her gift came under scrutiny after Mia Farrow, a US actress and another guest at the
dinner, claimed that Campbell had received the diamonds from the former Liberian leader.
Did her testimony provide a link?
Campbell did not appear to give conclusive evidence linking Taylor to the diamonds in her
appearance at court on Thursday.
She said she had received some "dirty-looking stones" but was unsure whether they were
actually diamonds and said she did not know who had given them to her.
"I thought they were dirty looking pebbles," she told the court.
"I'm used to seeing diamonds shiny and in a box ... If someone had not said they were
diamonds, I would not have known they were diamonds."
Tim Friend, Al Jazeera's correspondent at the Hague, said: "I think the main link which the
prosecution were trying to establish - between Charles Taylor, blood diamonds, Naomi
Campbell, seeking profit to buy weapons for those rebels in Sierra Leone during that
terrible, bloody conflict - that has not been proved conclusively as a result of her evidence
today".
However, Annie Dunnebacke from Global Witness, an international investment watchdog
based in London, said she believed a link had been made.
"Naomi Campbell has testified that she received diamonds [after] an event where Charles
Taylor was present," said Dunnebacke.
"It's difficult to assess right now what the significance is for the prosecution but certainly
this trial is of huge significance to the people of Liberia and Sierra Leone."
Dunnebacke said her organisation believes that Taylor was "bank rolling the Revolutionary
United Front (RUF) rebel group in Sierra Leone by taking the diamonds that were being
mined them and selling them onto the international markets".
"The money that was made from these sales was used to buy guns, ammunition, that was
then funnelled back to the rebel group in Sierra Leone," she said.
Campbell did provide one possible lead on the diamonds - that she had passed them onto
Jeremy Ratcliffe, the-then director of the Nelson Mandela Children's Fund, in an attempt to
help the charity.
She told the court that when she last spoke to Ratcliffe in 2009 he was still in possession of
the rocks.
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What are "blood diamonds"?
"Blood diamonds" are uncut or rough diamonds illegally traded to help finance conflicts in
war-torn areas, primarily in central and western Africa, where diamonds are mined.
The United Nations defines them as "diamonds that originate from areas controlled by
forces or factions opposed to legitimate and internationally recognised governments, and
are used to fund military action in opposition to those governments, or in contravention of
the decisions of the Security Council".
What is the Kimberley Process?
In 2003, an international certification scheme for rough diamonds, known as the Kimberley
Process, was set up to stop the trading of "blood diamonds".
Dunnebacke said the scheme puts controls on the rough diamond trade to prevent them
from fuelling conflicts.
"Certainly it's brought increased transparency to some sections of the diamond industry it's helped diamond revenues in some African diamond-producing countries," she said.
"But it's still riddled with weaknesses, and in large part it's down to the member
governments and the diamond industry to close the loopholes, make the scheme work
more effectively and prevent the blood diamonds that are currently reaching international
markets from being exported."
At the height of the civil war in Sierra Leone, it is estimated that conflict diamonds
represented approximately four per cent of the world's diamond production.
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Mail Online
Monday, 9 August 2010
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1301388/Naomi-Campbells-blood-diamonds-Top-lawyerspeaks-out.html?ito=feeds-newsxml
Top lawyer speaks out over Naomi

'Riveting' tale: Naomi Campbell
They move in very different worlds. She is an internationally known
supermodel famed as much for her tantrums as her beauty; he is a
distinguished QC who married a princess.
But last week, at a war-crimes tribunal at The Hague, Naomi Campbell came
face-to-face with Sir Desmond de Silva — the man who brought about the
arrest of ex-Liberian leader Charles Taylor in his former role as chief prosecutor of the International Criminal Court for Sierra Leone.
So when Miss Campbell, 40, gave evidence about the strange circumstances
in which she accepted a gift of what are alleged to have been blood
diamonds after a charity party in South Africa, no one was listening more
carefully than Sir Desmond.
‘It was absolutely riveting,’ he tells me. ‘I obviously cannot talk about
Taylor’s guilt or innocence, but what I can say is that it is now undisputed
that Campbell received uncut diamonds that night. No one challenged that.’
Sir Desmond, 70, sat at the back of the court while Campbell spoke of the
pre-dawn knock on the door of her room in Nelson Mandela’s residence in
Cape Town in 1997.
He remained nonplussed as Campbell explained how she accepted the
diamonds without any apparent curiosity about the stones or the sender.
‘What is crucial is from whom did she receive these diamonds,' says Sir
Desmond, who is now in Geneva, and planning to fly to the Middle East next
week as part of the UN team investigating the Israeli attack on a Gaza-bound
flotilla earlier this year.
‘There were only 14 people in the house that night and, as far as I can see,
everyone there had a partner, apart from Campbell and Taylor. Imran Khan
was with his then wife, Jemima, for instance, and he would hardly be likely
to send Campbell uncut diamonds.
‘He wouldn’t even have been able to bring them into the country, whereas Taylor was then the president of Liberia.
And who is going to examine a president’s luggage for uncut diamonds?’
He explains that, as the man responsible for Taylor’s arrest, he was specially invited to the hearing by the chief prosecutor in the case, U.S. attorney Brenda Hollis.

Read more: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1301388/Naomi-Campbells-blood-diamonds-Top-lawyerspeaks-out.html?ito=feeds-newsxml#ixzz0w6cmqDUp
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Charlestaylortrial.org
Saturday, 7 August 2010
The Trial of Charles Taylor

Weekly Summary
August 7,2010
Naomi Campbell Testifies In The Hague, Issa Sesay Accuses RUF Fighters Of Framing Stories
Against Charles Taylor
By Alpha Sesay
Supermodel Naomi Campbell testified this week before the Special Court for Sierra Leone judges in The Hague
about allegations that she received a gift of blood diamonds from former Liberian President Charles Taylor while
they were both present in South Africa in 1997.
Also this week, Issa Hassan Sesay, the former convicted interim leader of the Revolutionary United Front (RUF)
rebel group, told Special Court for Sierra Leone judges in The Hague that RUF fighters have been framing stories
against Mr. Taylor because the Office of the Prosecutor (OTP) made promises to them and that some of them saw
the Special Court as a place to make money for their evidence.
On Thursday, the much anticipated testimony of Ms. Campbell took place, with the British supermodel telling the
court that two men had woken her up in South Africa and offered her “dirty-looking stones” as a gift.
Ms. Campbell, who appeared before the court after being subpoenaed by the judges, testified that she was in her
room sleeping after attending a star-studded dinner that was hosted by Nelson Mandela when two men knocked on
her door and gave her a pouch saying, “a gift for you.”
“When I was sleeping, I had a knock on my door, I opened and two men gave me a pouch and said, ‘a gift for
you’,” Ms. Campbell told the court on Thursday.
Ms. Campbell said that she did not know the men, they did not introduce themselves to her, and they did not say
who they were.
“I was not sure who they were. When they gave me the pouch, I just put it next to my bed, and I went back to bed,”
Ms. Campbell said.
When asked why she did not ask the men who had sent them to deliver the gift, Ms. Campbell said, “I was sleeping,
I had travelled for many hours, and I was exhausted.”
“The next morning, I opened the pouch…I saw a few stones in there, and they were very small, dirty-looking
stones,” she added.
Ms. Campbell said that at breakfast, she explained the incident to her friends, Hollywood actress Mia Farrow and
Ms. Campbell’s former agent Carole White, both of whom are scheduled to testify about the same incident on
Monday. When one of these two persons suggested that the diamonds must have been from Mr. Taylor, Ms.
Campbell said she also thought the former Liberian president had sent her the gift.
“The next morning, I told Ms. Farrow and Ms. White, and they said it must be Mr. Taylor, and I said I thought [that
it] was,” Ms. Campbell testified.
Ms. Campbell said she cannot remember who between Ms. Farrow and Ms. White told her that the diamonds must
have been from Mr. Taylor.
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Ms. Campbell said she did not want to keep the diamonds, so she handed them over to her friend, Mr. Jeremy
Ratcliffe, the former head of the Nelson Mandela Children’s Fund in South Africa. When prosecutors contacted her
lawyers last year about the incident that took place in South Africa in 1997, Ms. Campbell contacted Mr. Ratcliffe
who informed her that she still has the diamonds in his possession.
Under cross-examination by Mr. Taylor’s lead defense counsel, Courtenay Griffiths, Ms. Campbell told the court
that Ms. Farrow and Ms. White gave the wrong accounts of the incident in statements they made to prosecutors.
Ms. Campbell said that Ms. White lied when she made a statement that she (White) was present when the men
arrived with the diamonds to give to Ms. Campbell. In Ms. White’s statement, she said that she was the one who
opened the door for the two men and offered them bottles of coke before they offered the diamonds to Ms.
Campbell in a piece of paper.
“I didn’t see Carole White, I saw the two men, she might have been around the corner but I did not see her,” Ms.
Campbell said.
“This is a woman that has a powerful motive to lie about you,” Mr. Griffiths asked Ms. Campbell.
“I trusted her, but I no longer trust her and no longer work with her,” Ms. Campbell responded.
Ms. Campbell admitted that Ms. White has filed a lawsuit against her for breach of contract, a lawsuit that she said
she did not want to discuss in this court.
When asked whether Ms. White was present when she handed the diamonds to Mr. Ratcliffe, Ms. Campbell said, “I
don’t recall that she was but she could have been, that’s 13 years ago.”
Mr. Griffiths also asked Ms. Campbell whether it was mere speculation that her friends made when they said that
the diamonds were from Mr. Taylor.
“I just assumed that they were. I can’t speak on behalf of them [Farrow and White] but when it was brought, I just
believed that it was,” she said.
On Monday, Mr. Sesay, the former interim leader of the RUF told the court that many RUF fighters saw the Special
Court as a place to make money by giving false evidence against accused persons.
These former fighters, in their testimonies against Mr. Taylor, previously told the Special Court for Sierra Leone
judges that, among other things, the former Liberian president received diamonds from RUF commanders,
including Mr. Sesay, in return for arms, that it was Mr. Taylor who appointed Mr. Sesay as interim leader of the
RUF, and that when RUF rebels abducted UN peacekeepers in Sierra Leone in May 2000, it was Mr. Taylor who
mandated Mr. Sesay to release the peacekeepers because the RUF was under his (Mr. Taylor’s) control. On
Monday, Mr. Sesay dismissed these as made-up stories.
Responding to a prosecution witness’s testimony that he made several trips to Monrovia in 2000 during which he
secured arms and ammunition from Mr. Taylor, Mr. Sesay told the judges that “this is a made-up story.”
“I know that our RUF people, most of them saw the Special Court as a place to make money, so this is a made up
story,” Mr. Sesay said.
A prosecution witness, who testified in 2008, told the court that when RUF leader Foday Sankoh was arrested by
the government of Sierra Leone in 2000 following the abduction of peacekeepers by the RUF, Mr. Taylor invited
Mr. Sesay to visit Liberia on two occasions in May 2000. The first visit, according to the prosecution witness was
because Mr. Taylor wanted to know what had happened to Mr. Sankoh, and the second visit was when Mr. Taylor
instructed Mr. Sesay to release the peacekeepers. Mr. Sesay on Monday dismissed these accounts as lies, saying
that in the month of May 2000, he only made one visit to Liberia and that during said visit, Mr. Taylor was not
concerned about what had happened to Mr. Sankoh but rather was more focused on the release of the peacekeepers.
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“This witness is lying because I went to Monrovia once in May to discuss the release of the peacekeepers,” Mr.
Sesay told the court.
“So the first time that Mr. Taylor called me, it was to discuss the release of the peacekeepers, it was not about Mr.
Sankoh’s arrest in Freetown. That is a lie,” he added.
The prosecution witness in 2008 also told the court that Mr. Taylor told Mr. Sesay in 2000 that he (Taylor) will be
made Chairman of the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS) if he secured the release of the
peacekeepers. He promised that if Mr. Sesay helped to make this possible by releasing the peacekeepers, he
(Taylor) would help the RUF in their struggle to take over Sierra Leone.
When asked on by Mr. Griffiths on Monday whether Mr. Taylor had suggested “that his appointment as ECOWAS
Chairman was dependent on that outcome,” Mr. Sesay said “No, he did not tell me that.”
He also said that Mr. Taylor did not make any promises to him.
Asked again whether Mr. Taylor’s discussion with him was “in a form of a bargain…if you do this for me, I’ll do
this for you,” Mr. Sesay said “No.”
“It was not a negotiation, it was not a bargain…to say there were preconditions put down for the release of the
peacekeepers, no,” Mr. Sesay said.
“When I went, the way he was speaking to me, he looked unhappy…for me, he brought the understanding that we
cannot fight the UN and to hold the peacekeepers will be a problem for the RUF…I had no other option but to
release the peacekeepers, because I was trying to avoid other problems,” Mr. Sesay explained.
When asked whether he was going to Monrovia because Mr. Taylor was his boss, Mr. Sesay said “No.”
“Mr. Taylor was not my boss, my boss was Foday Sankoh…Mr. Taylor was never my boss, I had never taken
instructions from him,” Mr. Sesay said.
On Wednesday, Mr. Sesay refuted claims by a prosecution witness that when he (Sesay) became interim leader of
the RUF, he went to Liberia to inform Mr. Taylor about the disarmament of RUF fighters in Sierra Leone and that
Mr. Taylor ordered him not to disarm to the UN peacekeepers in the country, saying that the UN could not be
trusted. Mr. Sesay denied that such a meeting ever took place.
“I did not have such a meeting with Charles Taylor, and he never told me not to disarm to the UN,” Mr. Sesay said.
The prosecution witness who made this claim also told the court in 2008 that after Mr. Taylor had told Mr. Sesay
not to disarm, “Issa [Sesay] said he didn’t believe he will continue taking instructions from Charles Taylor.”
“He said Charles Taylor now had peace in his country, that he had won elections in his country. He said Charles
Taylor had already given peace to his own people and he doesn’t want he, Issa to give peace to his own people,”
Mr. Griffiths quoted the prosecution witness as saying in 2008.
The witness also testified in 2008 that Mr. Taylor ordered Mr. Sesay not to handover to the UN the arms that Mr.
Taylor had provided. Instead, the weapons were to be handed back to Mr. Taylor if Mr. Sesay and the RUF no
longer wanted to use them.
“Charles Taylor had said he was the one who had given them the weapons. If they did not use them, they should be
returned to him,” the prosecution witness said in 2008.
Mr. Sesay on Wednesday dismissed these claims as lies.
“I don’t recall because such a thing did not take place. Mr. Taylor or Yeaten [Benjamin], nobody gave me arms.
When I became interim leader, nobody gave me arms. The arms that the RUF had, I disarmed all to the UN,” Mr.
Sesay said.
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Mr. Sesay accused prosecution witnesses of making up stories against Mr. Taylor, saying that such witnesses lied
when they testified that the RUF was like a younger brother for Mr. Taylor’s National Patriotic Front of Liberia
(NPFL) rebel group, or that RUF leader Foday Sankoh sought Mr. Taylor’s approval before the RUF amputated the
arms of civilians in order to stop them from voting in the 1996 elections in Sierra Leone.
On Friday, Mr. Sesay reiterated his position that RUF fighters lied against Mr. Taylor because the OTP had made
promises to them, promises which he said have not bee honoured.
Mr. Sesay pointed out a specific prosecution witness, Abu Keita, whom he said had made up stories against Mr.
Taylor because the Prosecutor had made promises to send him and his family abroad and to give him some money
for his testimony. He said when the Prosecutor had not honoured his promise, Mr. Keita had threatened to take legal
action against the Prosecutor in the Sierra Leonean courts. Mr. Sesay said he read about Mr. Keita’s threat of court
action in the Sierra Leonean newspapers while he (Sesay) was in detention in Sierra Leone.
“I read in a newspaper where Abu Keita was saying he will take the Prosecutor to court if the Prosecutor did not
honor his promises to him before he came and testified against Mr. Taylor,” Mr. Sesay told the court.
“The Prosecutor had promised to send him and his family abroad and to give him some money. It was for him to
make up some stories that will appease the Prosecutor,” Mr. Sesay added.
Mr. Sesay was responding to claims made by Mr. Keita in his testimony that on the instructions of Mr. Taylor, Mr.
Sesay had mobilized RUF fighters to invade and unseat the Guinean government of the late former President
Lansana Conte. Mr. Keita in his testimony said that he was among those who were sent to attack Guinea. Mr. Sesay
on Friday dismissed this evidence as false.
“I did not send Abu Keita or any other person to attack Guinea. He is lying. That is a lie,” Mr. Sesay told the court.
Mr. Sesay explained that the RUF entered into Guinea because Guinean soldiers had been attacking RUF positions
in Sierra Leone. There was a need for the RUF to repel the Guinean forces, Mr. Sesay said.
“The Guineans had been crossing and attacking RUF positions in 1998 and the RUF had been in Kailahun since
1991 and they never crossed into Guinea but the Guineans started attacking RUF positions from [19] 98 up to
2000…When they returned to Guinea, RUF chased them there,” Mr. Sesay said.
Also in his testimony on Friday, Mr. Sesay gave credence to a regular theme that was prevalent in Mr. Taylor’s own
testimony: that Mr. Taylor was a peacekeeper and his involvement with rebel forces in Sierra Leone was solely to
bring an end to the conflict in that country.
When asked by a defense lawyer for Mr. Taylor, Silas Chikera what the nature of his discussions with Mr. Taylor
were in the year 2000, Mr. Sesay had this to say:
“All the discussion I had with Charles Taylor in 2000 was about peace in Sierra Leone, and it is in those discussions
that peace started and that’s why peace returned to Sierra Leone.”
Mr. Taylor has long maintained that he only had dealings with RUF rebels because he was working with ECOWAS
leaders to bring peace to Sierra Leone. Prosecutors on the other hand have said that Mr. Taylor was in control of the
rebel group and that in his regular meetings with RUF commanders in Liberia, he received diamonds from the
rebels, gave them arms and ammunition for use in Sierra Leone, and helped them to plan certain operations that led
to the commission of crimes against the civilian population of the country. According to prosecutors, when Mr.
Sesay became leader of the RUF, Mr. Taylor instructed him not to allow the RUF to be disarmed by United Nations
peacekeepers. Mr. Taylor has denied these assertions. Mr. Sesay told the court that the allegations are lies because
Mr. Taylor was a peacemaker.
“Mr. Taylor was concerned about the disarmament in Sierra Leone and the commitment of the RUF…Even Mr.
Taylor was one of the ECOWAS leaders who brokered peace in Sierra Leone,” Mr. Sesay told the court.
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The Patriotic Vanguard
Saturday, 7 August 2010

Blood diamonds: Naomi Campbell a scapegoat?
By Saidu Kaye Sesay, PV Special Correspondent, London, UK

A British newspaper described her as the diva in beehive,
because of her immaculate dress sense, enviable talent as a
catwalk queen and a sixties type hair style (beehive) she had
had done for this special occasion; her appearance at the
Hague to testify at the Special Court for Sierra Leone against
the former war lord, Charles Ghankay Taylor of Liberia
Let me be clear from the onset. I am a huge fan of Naomi
Campbell. Not because of her long legs, but because she kicks
real arse. She belongs to the Malcolm X school…By Any
Means Necessary! Born to a troubled fatherhood in Streatham,
South London, Naomi’s meteoric rise to fame as a catwalk
queen is exemplary. Her undoing however, is a mercurial temperament which has got her into lots of troubles in
both the USA and England.
Adore though I do of this talent, I was on this occasion whole heartedly supporting Mama Sierra Leone; praying
silently that her enemies be exposed at the international stage. On that morning (05 August), I called time off work
just to witness the historic occasion unfold live on television. Sat there on my couch, I listened to Sky’s Alex Rossi
reveal that the momentum the trial had gathered was unprecedented, with a turn out of over three hundred
journalists, not mentioning the countless paparazzi. Not surprised. The same western media who made Naomi a star
and a monster had descended to, this time, feed off her misery.
When the supermodel arrived, albeit late, the media scrambled to pick out of her what would make news and good
photo journalism that will earn them some quid. The cameras, though barred from entering the court room (except
for the court photographer who was allowed one minute to take pictures), trailed her every movement, attire; cream
coloured and tight fitting, her beehive hair style and even her necklace, a pendant with the ‘The evil eye’, which the
press were quick to value and attribute to a talismanic charm to fight off evil (but thank goodness, London’s Metro
could only offer 28p for it). My God! Here was a witness on trial for the mass murder and mutilations of thousands
of my compatriots, and all the foreign press could do better was make a fortune out of it. I was getting furious
now…
But when Naomi, 40, took the stand, what maybe the press were hunting for were all gone. Her volatile temper was
curbed, her disposition respectable, her manners right for the setting and her answers direct and helpful. Thanks to
the tutelage of….. ‘A super witness’, the hawk-like media called her. No wonder the President of the Court, Justice
Sebutinde heartily thanked her at the end. Asked by the Prosecution Lawyer if she was nervous, Naomi Campbell
answered with emotions: ‘I did not really want to be here. I was made to be here. Obviously, I want to get this over
with and get on with my life.’ (So do we love, but first did you or did you not receive the large stone? I urged
internally).
Then Naomi dropped the penny, but with a different twist. Where Mia Farrow in a written statement claimed that it
was a large stone, Naomi conceded that she did receive some ‘dirty looking little stones’, given to her in a pouch, in
the middle of the night by, (wait!), not Charles Taylor as alleged by Mia Farrow, and as the Special Court would
have loved to hear, but by two black men, who knocked at Naomi Campbell’s grace and favour room at the
Presidential lodge in South Africa. The men just gave it to her and said it was a gift, but with no note. Charles
Taylor, the old rogue was at work!
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Cross examined by Courtenay Griffiths QC, Charles Taylor’s defence counsel, Naomi revealed that she never
kept the ‘dirty stones’ for herself, and that it was in her possession for only six hours. According to her, she gave
the stones to a close friend of hers and told him to do well with them. Step forward Jeremy Ratcliffe. (BREAKING
NEWS: As I am typing this piece, news has just filtered in that Mr. Ratcliffe has handed over the diamonds to
South African police.).
Mr. Ratcliffe was head of the Nelson Mandela Children’s Fund in South Africa. He was given the stone, according
to Naomi, to help improve the lives of children. What an irony. While the Sierra Leonean children where being
amputated and killed, Charles Taylor, because of his barbaric promiscuity, was hypocritically playing Santa Claus.
Whatever Jeremy Ratcliffe’s intentions were, remain unknown. He represents yet again, one of the leeches who fed
off pampered prima donnas like Naomi Campbell.
In her testimony, evidence that caught my eyes was the photo that exposed her accomplices in all their true colours.
I knew their faces by heart, because I had sent a cropped version of that to HQ (The Patriotic Vanguard). As Naomi
named and shamed them under an overhead to the court, I shouted their names aloud along side her head count. All
were ‘A list’ celebrities, except for one odd ball the devil’s incarnate; ZZZ lister- Charles Ghankay Taylor. The roll
call include, from left to right of the evidential photo: Jemima Khan, Imran Khan, Naomi Campbell, Charles
Ghankay Taylor, Nelson ‘Madiba’ Mandela, Gracia Machel, Quincy Jones and his significant other, Mia Farrow
and actor Tony Leung. Charles Taylor? What in the name of God was he doing there anyway? How could Madiba
dine with the devil, at a time (1997) when Sierra Leoneans were perishing? Funny how some Pan African
torchbearers can waver at times. This act of betrayal brings to mind Rev. Jesse Jackson who once referred to Foday
Sankoh as the Mandela of Sierra Leone. Well, if that is how Mandela’s mind works, maybe, the Reverend was right
after all.
Back to the Courtenay and Naomi encounter. Almost succeeding in getting his man off the noose, Mr. Griffiths now
turned his attention to the perceived parasites of Naomi. He succeeded in getting the court to believe that Carol
White, Naomi’s former agent who was with her at the South African dinner, had a motive to lie that Naomi was
actually given the large diamond by Charles Taylor. Why? Because Naomi and her former agent, are presently
engaged in a legal tussle. So what about Mia Farrow’s testimony? Naomi gave the impression that she was a victim
of witch hunt by the two. That Mia Farrow had always wanted to have close contact with her, but she had always
avoided her. The question is, if Mia knew about that diamond thirteen odd years ago, why did she have to wait till
now to say it? Is it a fame game? A get-at-her-back stunt? Whatever their shenanigans are, are of little use to our
country. The celebrity game had its day in court, and it seems the winner for now is ZZZ lister Charles Taylor.
Courtenay Griffiths aptly summed it up in a press conference, “Naomi Campbell blew in their face”. And he is
right. It is not the “dirty stones” as a nation we want, but to nail the celebrity rogue, for crimes he clearly
committed.
The special court can do better than that. In 2003, Charles Taylor bluffed his way through their warrant of arrest for
him in Ghana. He is now messing them up big time right in their own backyard. So far, the only evidence they have
against their suspect is that of a man who said he saw Charlie with a jar full of diamonds. By his standard, Mr.
Griffiths will squash that with a stroke of the pen, when he comes to summing up his case. Why did they waste all
this time waiting for the evidence of a small fry like Naomi Campbell to nail a hardened criminal? Somewhere, out
there, there is evidence in abundance among bigger players. Investigate the Sandlines, De Beers, Executive
Outcomes, Ghurkas, anyone and any devil that had close contact with the war lord. But whatever you do, Charles
Ghankay Taylor should not go free.
You know it makes sense!
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Femi Fani-Kayode: Charles Taylor, A Man Betrayed
"AU leaders had an agreement that facilitated peace in Liberia. It's shameful how Obasanjo threw Charles Taylor
under the bus after pressure from the Europeans and America (not a signatory to the so-called UN court). For four
years Iraq went through a wave of brutal ethnic cleansing, I don't see the UN Court going after the Iraqi Cleric,
Muqtada al-Sadr and Co. as well as those brutal Afghan tribal war lords; all of whom the US States Department and
other foreign powers struck deals. I believe African leaders need to grow more "spine", there will be more
ridiculous demands by western countries and the UN to change some part of our constitution in a few years."-- Yele
Odofin-Belo.
In many respects Mr Yele Odofin-Belo is absolutely right. This was the betrayal of the century and, in my view,
those that should have known better panicked at the last minute and broke ranks. But I do not believe that Obasanjo
was amongst those that betrayed anybody. To be fair to President Olusegun Obasanjo he was infact the last man
standing and he resisted the pressure until it all came to a head during a state visit to America when George W.
Bush refused to see him until Taylor was produced. Ironically the real traitor was not Obasanjo but rather President
Sirlief-Johnson of Liberia. The agreement withTaylor was put in place before she was elected but she was fully
aware of it it's terms from day one. She was actually the American and Nigerian candidate for that election and she
worked very closely indeed with the Americans, Obansanjo and Nigeria before she was elected to power. She was
always at the Villa in Abuja in those days and I think that she was one of those people that used to work for the
World Bank before she came home for the elections. The deal was simple and clear and the terms were as
follows.Taylor would be persuaded to step down as President of Liberia by the ECOWAS leaders and the African
Union and he was to be given a safe-haven in Nigeria after doing so. He would not be harassed, he would not face
prosecution in Liberia, Sierra Leonne or at the International Court at the Hague andNigeria would not be pressured
or harassed by anyone to extradite him anywhere. On his part Taylor was expected to live quietly in Calabar with
his relatives, under the direct supervision and care of Donald Duke, the then Governor of Cross Rivers state and he
was to stay out of Liberian politics and not in anyway interfere with what was going on over there. All went
according to plan and once the African Union endorsed the whole thing no less than around 7 African Heads of
State, including Kuffour of Ghana and Obasanjo himself, went to Liberia and physically accompanied Taylor back
to Nigeria and to what was to be his new home and final point of destination for many years and possibly the rest of
his life. As a consequence of this concession and sacrifice which was made by Taylor the civil war in Liberia came
to an immediate end, peace returned to the land and eventually a free and fair election was conducted in which Mrs.
Johnson Sirlief emerged as the new President as had been planned all along. However after the lady came to power
everything changed. She ditched Obansanjo and Nigeria, turned her back on the ECOWAS leaders and the African
Union and she became even closer to Bush and the Americans.

This was a great irony because Nigerian troops were dying in Liberia for many years in an attempt to bring peace to
that country whilst the American soldiers were watching the fighting from their ships just off the Liberian coast. I
know this because I went there and visited our soldiers with President Obasanjo during the course of the bitter
fighting. Anyway Johnson Sirlief forgot all that and she started to talk only to the Americans. And of course the
Americans wanted Taylor's blood and his head on a plate. At the end of it all, and as is usually the case with such
matters, everything boiled down to money. Johnson needed financial support, aid, grants, loans and funding from
the international monetary institutions and from theUnited States directly for her small country and obviously she
needed American support to get this. The Americans gave her one condition before any help could come her
way.....She was to formally ask for Charles Taylor to be returned to Liberia by Nigeria in order to face allegations
of genocide and funding the brutal civil war in Sierra Leone at the International Criminal Court at the Hague. Yes
the Americans did a complete u-turn, broke their word, violated the previous agreement and sought to turn all the
African leaders that had guaranteed it, including Nigeria, into a bunch of unreliable and spineless liars. And sadly
the lady called President Johnson Sirlief, played along with the Americans, capitulated and did precisely what they
wanted to the utter shock and chagrin of virtually every African leader of that day and in total violation of the
agreement and understanding that had been originally entered into by all the parties concerned and by all the major
players including the Americans. After the formal request was made to Nigeria by Liberia, America now picked up
the gauntlet and turned on Obasanjo compelling and threatening us in initially very subtle and eventually very direct
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tones and ways. The message was simple and clear. We were to release Taylor and send him back to Liberia or
Nigeria was to be brought to her knees. President Obasanjo stood firm and resisted their threats for a very long time
and took the matter to the other ECOWAS leaders and the AU who of course supported us wholeheartedly because
they had been privy to and were indeed part of the original agreement and understanding that had been established
between all the relevant parties and stakeholders.
After this there was a long stalemate and eventually the whole matter turned a little nasty and became the subject of
a loud and acrimonious spat between our government and the administration of President George W. Bush. And of
course I was deeply involved in that public spat as Presidential spokesperson. Things eventually came to a head
when Obasanjo went on a state visit to America and a final demand was made for Taylor. President Obasanjo's
argument, and it was a good one, was that no-one or no country would ever believe, trust or take Nigeria seriously
again if we breached our word to Taylor and that this is not a Nigerian position but rather it is an African Union
position. The old man fought the matter out long and hard and I assure you he did his very best. When the pressure
got too much and President Johnson-Sirlief made a final and public demand for Taylor to be returned to Liberia by
Nigeria, Obasanjo ordered that he should be dropped at some border post and allowed to go wherever he wanted
rather than for us to formally hand him over to anyone. He was on a state visit in America at the time and when it
was announced to the world that Taylor had suddenly disappeared from the face of the earth and was no longer with
the Nigerians all hell broke loose and everyone panicked. It was at that point that George W.Bush pointblank
refused to see Obasanjo whilst he remained in Washington unless and until Taylor was traced, found and handed
over to the Liberians. Now I believe that this is where President Obasanjo may have made a mistake.
In my view he should have stood his ground, left America immediately and told them all, including George W.
Bush, to go to hell especially since at that point and by that time we were engaged in a full-scale verbal war on the
international airwaves with the White House and the American government over this issue. Our hand was quite
strong then because virtually the whole of Africa was fully behind us with, of course, the exception of President
Johnson-Sirlief who in my humble opinion was nothing but an ingrate and an American puppet. Anyway all of a
sudden, and very mysteriously, Taylor resurfaced, was arrested and was handed over to the Liberians who I believe
flew him to either Liberia or Sierra Leone, from where he was promptly and immediately flown to the International
Court of Criminal Justice at The Hague in theNetherlands to face charges of genocide and crimes against humanity.
The greatest irony of all of this is that the nation of America herself, who fought for and orchestrated all of this, is
NOT a signatory to that Court and therefore no former or serving American President, leader, citizen or even soldier
can ever be brought before it to face any charges of crimes against humanity. That tells you just how unfair and
ridiculous the whole world system is. My position is that if you want to try the likes of President Charles Taylor for
committing atrocities that is fine and by all means go ahead. However it is only right and proper for you to then do
the same to all the living American and western leaders who have also done the same thing in various parts of the
world. This is especially so given the fact that they, more than any other set of leaders in the history of mankind,
have been responsible for the most barbarous crimes against humanity that have ever been committed. The law is
surely no respecter of persons. After all it was not an African leader that dropped nuclear bombs on Nagasaki and
Hiroshima, with its attendant and horrific consequences, after the Second World War. It was not an African leader
that committed terrible atrocities in Iraq by slaughtering hundreds of thousands of defenceless Iraqi women and
children when bombing Baghdad, all in the name of regime change and the prosecution of an illegal and barbarous
war. It was not an African leader that killed the defenceless Arab women and children of Sabra and Chatilla in
Southern Lebanon just a couple of decades ago. It was not an African leader that enslaved a whole continent and
pillaged it's resources and sold it's people into slavery for hundreds of years. I could go on and on. I have said this
earlier and I repeat it here today, unless and until I see Tony Blair and George W. Bush being prosecuted by that
same court at the Hague for their own undeniable and irrefutable acts of genocide and crimes against humanity, I
cannot in any way be impressed with what they are doing to Charles Taylor or anyone else there.
And to make matters worse such is their utter desperation that they have now dragged super- model Naomi
Campbell into the whole fray in a rather futile and childish attempt to confirm their sordid perceptions of the
classical and stereotypical African dictator and warlord who they allege gave "blood diamonds" to a beautiful
British model that he couldn't resist at President Mandela's dinner. This is indeed the stuff of which bestsellers and
blockbuster films are made. Now the whole thing has backfired on them and blown up in their faces because Naomi
Campbell, quite rightly and courageously, has not allowed herself to be used for such a sordid venture and exercise.
She has refused to play the game according to their script. For that, I thank God. I watched Charles Taylor closely
in the dock and I wondered if he would ever get the chance to tell his story to the world. I thought perhaps he
shouldn't even bother with presenting a defence for himself against these terrible charges that have been made
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against him in court. I thought perhaps he should just spend his last few years in solitary confinement writing a
book for posterity and tell the world his own version of events. I say this because the outcome of this so-called
"trial" has already been determined by international public opinion and the world powers that be, who of course see
themselves as being above that same law. In my candid view Charles Taylor will definitely be convicted for crimes
against humanity and his powerful enemies will have their pound of flesh. But that may not be the end of the story .
As a matter of fact it may just be the beginning. He was looking dejected, lonely, old and grey in that Court on
yesterday (Thursday 5 th of August, 2010) and as I looked at him the only words that came to my mind and spirit
were: "There sits a man betrayed ". My view? A pox on all their houses, for we live in a truly treacherous world.
By Femi Fani-Kayode
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ICRC
Monday, 9 August 2010
New legal database launched to enhance protection for war victims
Geneva (ICRC) – To mark the 12 August anniversary of the Geneva Conventions, the International Committee of
the Red Cross (ICRC) is launching a new database of the organization's major study of customary international
humanitarian law.
Developed in association with the British Red Cross, the database is designed to be used as a legal reference in
international and non-international armed conflicts, including by courts, tribunals and international organizations.
As one of the principal sources of international humanitarian law, customary law enhances the legal protection of
victims of armed conflict.
"The majority of armed conflicts are non-international, and current treaty law doesn't regulate them in sufficient
detail. Customary law therefore provides men, women and children caught up in such conflicts with essential
protection. Respect for customary law reduces the human cost of conflict," said Jean-Marie Henckaerts, the ICRC's
head of project for customary law. "The new database is a significant step towards ensuring that the rules of
customary international humanitarian law and the practice underlying them are easily accessible."
Customary international humanitarian law is a set of unwritten rules derived from a general, or common, practice
which is regarded as law. It is the basic standard of conduct in armed conflict accepted by the world community and
is universally applicable. In contrast to treaty law, it is not necessary for a State to formally accept a rule of custom
in order to be bound by it, as long as the overall State practice on which the rule is based is widespread,
representative and virtually uniform.
"The formation of customary international humanitarian law is a dynamic process," continued Mr Henckaerts. The
new database provides a means of following developments in the application and interpretation of the law. It
facilitates reflection and discussion and contributes to further clarification of the law.
The new customary international humanitarian law database features 50 per cent more content than the original
study – a printed version would run to more than 8,000 pages. Divided into two parts, the first includes 161 rules
which the original study assessed to be of customary nature. The second part contains the practice on which the
conclusions in part one are based. The database offers practitioners and academics easy access to the rules of
customary international humanitarian law identified in the ICRC study and gives them the opportunity to
investigate underlying practice by means of three search parameters: subject matter, type of practice and country.
The database also contains new international materials, in particular international case law and United Nations
material up until the end of 2007. As the formation of customary international humanitarian law is an ongoing
process, regular updates, including of national practice, will be provided on the basis of contributions by ICRC
delegations and National Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies, which will be processed by a team of lawyers
based at the Lauterpacht Centre for International Law, University of Cambridge.
Since its publication in 2005, the ICRC study of customary international humanitarian law has been used as a legal
reference in connection with international and non-international armed conflicts such as those in Israel and the
occupied territories, Lebanon, Iraq, Afghanistan, Colombia and Sri Lanka. The ICRC uses the study in its dialogue
with parties to conflict in order to identify rules by which combatants or parties must abide. The study has also been
used by the United Nations, international and mixed criminal courts and tribunals, national courts and nongovernmental organizations. For example, on the basis of practice collected by the study, the Special Court for
Sierra Leone concluded that the recruitment of child soldiers is a war crime in non-international armed conflicts,
thus enhancing the protection for children against being recruited and used as child soldiers.
For further information, please contact:
Florian Westphal, ICRC Geneva, tel: +41 22 730 2282
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Special Court Supplement
Worldwide Coverage of the Naomi Campbell Testimony
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