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Special Court for Sierra Leone
Outreach and Public Affairs Office

PRESS RELEASE
Freetown, Sierra Leone, 15 July 2011
One Conviction, Four Plead Not Guilty to Contempt Charges
Five persons facing trial in two separate proceedings appeared in court on Friday to plead to charges they
attempted to induce
witnesses to recant
testimony they gave before
the Special Court, and thus
interfered with the
administration of justice.
In the first case, two
members of Sierra Leone’s
defunct Armed Forces
Revolutionary Council
(AFRC), Hassan Papa
Bangura (aka:
“Bomblast”) and Samuel
Kargbo (aka: “Sammy
Ragga”) appeared in
person before Justice
Teresa Doherty at the
Special Court in Freetown.
Two other accused, convicted former AFRC leaders, Ibrahim Bazzy Kamara and Santigie Borbor Kanu
(aka: “Five-Five”), appeared in court via video link from Rwanda, where they are serving lengthy prison
sentences.
All four were charged with two counts of offering a bribe to a witness, and of interfering with a witness,
in violation of Rule 77 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence. Kamara faces a third count alleging that
he knowingly disclosed the name of a protected witness.
Kamara, Kanu and Bangura all pleaded not guilty to the charges. Trial proceedings in the case will be
scheduled at a later date.
Samuel Kargbo pleaded guilty to both counts, and convictions on these charges were entered by Justice
Doherty. In a written statement to the Court, Mr. Kargbo offered to testify as a prosecution witness in any
future proceedings. Sentencing has been put off until after the trial of his co-accused.
In the second proceeding, former Revolutionary United Front (RUF) member Eric Koi Senessie pleaded
not guilty to nine counts alleging he attempted to bribe or otherwise interfere with prosecution witnesses
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who testified in the trial of former Liberian President Charles Taylor.
Bangura, Kargbo and Senessie were granted bail and released on their own recognizance under conditions
which include not contacting, directly or indirectly, either the witnesses or their co-accused, to maintain
their current residences, to report once a week as directed, and to appear at hearings when directed by the
Registrar.
Since none of the accused is deemed to have sufficient means to hire lawyers, the Defence Office has
assisted them in securing experienced counsel to represent them in the proceedings.
A person convicted of contempt under Rule 77 faces a maximum term of imprisonment of seven years, a
fine of up to two million leones (approximately $500), or both.
#END
The Special Court is an independent tribunal established jointly by the United Nations and the Government of Sierra Leone. It
is mandated to bring to justice those who bear the greatest responsibility for atrocities committed in Sierra Leone after 30
November 1996.
INFORMATION FOR MEDIA - NOT FOR ADVERTISING
Produced by the
Outreach and Public Affairs Office
Special Court for Sierra Leone
Mobile: 232 76 655732
Email: SCSL-pressoffice@un.org
Visit our website at www.sc-sl.org
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Cocorioko
Monday, 18 July 2011

Man convicted for interfering with the administration of justice

Five persons facing trial in two separate proceedings appeared in court on Friday to plead to charges they
attempted to induce witnesses to recant testimony they gave before the Special Court, and thus interfered
with the administration of justice.
In the first case, two members of Sierra Leone’s defunct Armed Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC),
Hassan Papa Bangura (aka: “Bomblast”) and Samuel Kargbo (aka: “Sammy Ragga”) appeared in person
before Justice Teresa Doherty at the Special Court in Freetown. Two other accused, convicted former
AFRC leaders, Ibrahim Bazzy Kamara and Santigie Borbor Kanu (aka: “Five-Five”), appeared in court
via video link from Rwanda, where they are serving lengthy prison sentences.
All four were charged with two counts of offering a bribe to a witness, and of interfering with a witness,
in violation of Rule 77 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence. Kamara faces a third count alleging that
he knowingly disclosed the name of a protected witness.
Kamara, Kanu and Bangura all pleaded not guilty to the charges. Trial proceedings in the case will be
scheduled at a later date.
Samuel Kargbo pleaded guilty to both counts, and convictions on these charges were entered by Justice
Doherty. In a written statement to the Court, Mr. Kargbo offered to testify as a prosecution witness in any
future proceedings. Sentencing has been put off until after the trial of his co-accused.
In the second proceeding, former Revolutionary United Front (RUF) member Eric Koi Senessie pleaded
not guilty to nine counts alleging he attempted to bribe or otherwise interfere with prosecution witnesses
who testified in the trial of former Liberian President Charles Taylor.
Bangura, Kargbo and Senessie were granted bail and released on their own recognizance under conditions
which include not contacting, directly or indirectly, either the witnesses or their co-accused, to maintain
their current residences, to report once a week as directed, and to appear at hearings when directed by the
Registrar.
Since none of the accused is deemed to have sufficient means to hire lawyers, the Defence Office has
assisted them in securing experienced counsel to represent them in the proceedings.
A person convicted of contempt under Rule 77 faces a maximum term of imprisonment of seven years, a
fine of up to two million leones (approximately $500), or both.
#END
The Special Court is an independent tribunal established jointly by the United Nations and the
Government of Sierra Leone. It is mandated to bring to justice those who bear the greatest responsibility
for atrocities committed in Sierra Leone after 30 November 1996.
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United Nations News
Friday, 15 July 2011

One Convicted, Four Others Deny Contempt Charges At UN-Backed Court for Sierra Leone
The United Nations-backed court set up to try suspects indicted for war crimes in Sierra
Leone today convicted one of five people facing contempt charges for allegedly attempting
to induce witnesses to recant their testimonies, with the four others pleading not guilty.
In the first case, two members of Sierra Leone's defunct Armed Forces Revolutionary
Council (AFRC) - Hassan Papa Bangura (aka Bomblast) and Samuel Kargbo (aka Sammy
Ragga) - appeared in person before the Special Court, located in the capital of Freetown.
Two other defendants - convicted former AFRC leaders, Ibrahim Bazzy Kamara and Santigie
Borbor Kanu (aka Five-Five) - appeared in court via video link from Rwanda, where they
are serving lengthy prison sentences for crimes related to the war in Sierra Leone in the
1990s.
All four were charged with two counts of offering a bribe to a witness, and of interfering
with a witness, in violation of one of the Court's rules of procedure and evidence. Mr.
Kamara faces a third count alleging that he knowingly disclosed the name of a protected
witness.
Mr. Kamara, Mr. Kanu and Mr. Bangura all pleaded not guilty to the charges, and their trial
proceedings will be scheduled at a later date.
Mr. Kargbo pleaded guilty to both counts and was convicted. In a written statement to the
Court, he offered to testify as a prosecution witness in any future proceedings. Sentencing
was put off until after the trial of his co-accused.
In the second proceeding, former member of the rebel group Revolutionary United Front
(RUF) Eric Koi Senessie pleaded not guilty to nine counts of alleging that he attempted to
bribe or otherwise interfere with prosecution witnesses who testified in the trial of former
Liberian President Charles Taylor.
Mr. Bangura, Mr. Kargbo and Mr. Senessie were granted bail and released on their own
recognizance under conditions which include not contacting, directly or indirectly, either the
witnesses or their co-accused, to maintain their current residences, to report once a week
as directed, and to appear at hearings when directed by the registrar of the Court.
Since none of the accused is deemed to have sufficient means to hire lawyers, the defence
office has assisted them in securing counsel to represent them in the proceedings.
Conviction on contempt of court charges carries a maximum penalty of seven years in
prison, a fine of up to two million leones (approximately $500), or both.
The Special Court was set up in 2002 to try those most responsible for serious violations of
international humanitarian law in the civil wars that plagued Sierra Leone, starting in 1996.
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The Australian
Monday, 18 July 2011

No jurisdiction over SL - ICC
As head of the International Criminal Court, President Sang-Hyun Song runs a tribunal that sits above
national legal systems.
The judge says his court complements national systems of criminal justice. But some critics -- particularly
in the US -- have described the ICC as a threat to national sovereignty.
That threat, if it exists, has had little impact on the 116 countries, including Australia, that have acceded to
the Rome Statute that established the court. In theory, these countries have empowered the ICC to sit in
judgment on the conduct of their armed forces.
Concern about the ICC emerged briefly last year during the furore over the military prosecution by
Australian authorities of troops who had served in Afghanistan.
Some saw the decision to prosecute Australian soldiers in Australia as a way of ensuring they would never
be brought before the ICC.
Yet all the concerns about national sovereignty, according to President Song, are based on a
misunderstanding of the court's role.
The ICC, he says, is a court of last resort. Its jurisdiction is limited to ending impunity for war crimes and
a small number of similar "heinous" offences.
It can generally deal only with matters from countries that have endorsed the Rome Statute. And even
then, it can only step in if national legal systems are unwilling or unable to act.
"The ICC, under any circumstances, will not and cannot and should not just jump over the national
boundary of sovereign states and stir around the normally functioning judicial system of a sovereign
state," President Song said.
"It is basically your job and we remain outside the operation of the national legal system, just waiting to
step in in the case of inability or unwillingness." However, at the height of last year's furore over the
prosecution of Australian troops, Australian academics pointed out that it was the ICC that decided
whether countries were unwilling or unable to prosecute.
President Song, who is a distinguished South Korean jurist and former judge-advocate of the Korean
army, was speaking to The Australian this week during a break in the commonwealth law ministers'
meeting in Sydney. While officially an observer, President Song and the ICC had a direct interest in its
proceedings.
After a year of discussions between the two organisations, the commonwealth law ministers on
Wednesday endorsed a memorandum of understanding with the ICC and signed off on a model law.
The judge believes these initiatives should strengthen those legal systems that might struggle to deal with
crimes against humanity, war crimes and other matters that could fall within the ICC's jurisdiction.
And that, he believes, will reduce the need for the ICC to intervene.
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"The International Criminal Court operates on the basis of the complementarity principle; that it is
primarily the responsibility of the national legal systems of sovereign states to conduct generally
investigations and prosecutions of heinous ICC crimes," he said.
"If, however, the national legal systems of sovereign states are not able to do the job for the reason of the
paralysis of the system . . . if the national legal system is unwilling to do the job for political reasons or
some other reasons, only then can the ICC step in."
His assessment about the impact of this week's agreement is in line with that of Akbar Khan, director of
legal and constitutional affairs at the commonwealth secretariat in London.
Mr Khan, who is a British diplomat and former London barrister, said the agreement with the ICC would
have the effect of helping member states be more effective in investigating and prosecuting crimes
covered by the Rome Statute.
"The ICC is a court of last resort," Mr Khan said. "The problem is that cases are getting to the ICC that
should, properly in my view, remain at the domestic level.
"And one of the reasons cases find their way to the International Criminal Court is that, at the domestic
level, they don't have the legislation."
President Song said it had widely been considered it would be 10 years before the Rome Statute was
ratified by the 60 countries needed in order for the ICC to begin operations.
"But within four years we got 66 ratifications -- more than enough. That's how we started in 2002 -- much
earlier than originally expected -- and several more are soon joining. We have been making quite
impressive progress in this respect."
The latest country to sign the statute is Tunisia, the first ICC state party from the Arab world.
Egypt has since announced that it too intends to join the ICC.
"For the first time, Arab countries are clearly, actively considering ratification," he said.
"There is momentum. The trend is changing in favour of the ICC or international criminal justice."
For the ICC, this is quite a change.
"Until some years ago we were worried about our own survival," he said.
But with the court's position assured, it is now confronted with a different problem -- criticism that only
some of the world's war crimes and crimes against humanity are being dealt with by the court.
One of the most glaring omissions is the court's inability to deal with acts of international terrorism by
non-state parties.
Another omission has been the well-documented abuses by the Sri Lankan military during the final
stages of that country's civil war. Both of these matters are beyond the limited jurisdiction of the
ICC.
The court covers just four areas: genocide, war crimes, aggression and crimes against humanity.
There had been an attempt to include terrorism but it had not yet succeeded, President Song said.
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When asked if he would like to see terrorism brought within the court's reach, he declined to
express a view because he said it was a matter for "the assembly of state parties", not the court.
On the final days of the Sri Lankan civil war, he said that country -- along with Israel and the US -had not acceded to the Rome Statute.
So without a reference to the court by the UN Security Council, the ICC was unable to act.
"Whenever certain atrocities are committed in the corners of the world, everybody seems to refer to
the ICC as an ultimate place to send that situation to," he said.
"We are very glad to notice all this growing recognition of the court. On the other hand we have to
play by the rules that are specified in the Rome Statute."
Therefore the court was unable to act on matters from non-signatory states such as Sri Lanka, like
Israel and the US. (Source : The Australian)
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LankaWeb
Friday, 15 July 2011
http://www.lankaweb.com/news/items/2011/07/15/war-crimes-diaspora-tamils

War crimes -Diaspora Tamils – supporters of the Elite

Jayantha Pathbey from USA

‘Blood diamond’ trial: the case against Charles Taylor
Charles Taylor has spent the last three years on trial before the war crimes
tribunal in The Hague over accusations that as Liberian president he funded years
of atrocities in neighbouring Sierra Leone in return for “blood diamonds”.
Doesn’t this remind us of the role played by the tamil diaspora spread all over the world
like a cancer that helped LTTE and still continues in its attempts to break up Sri Lanka. The
tamil diaspora and all the countries that provided arms to the members of diaspora tamils
are guilty of supporting Prabhakaran and the LTTE, that killed and maimed hundreds of
thousands of citizens of Sri Lanka (Sinhalese, Tamils, Moslems alike), recruitment of child
soldiers, brutal killing and executions of Sri Lankans, including a president and hundreds
of political leaders of Sri Lanka, colossal property damage and even the killing of a leader of
a foreign country.
Channel 4 news has been used as a tool by the diaspora tamils who still support the LTTE
as well as the tamils who are misled into believing that it is a just cause. Channel 4, just
like any other commercial news channel goes for cheap publicity and their TV ratings. Of
course the Killing Fields documentary will appeal to the do-gooders of this world who are
hurting for a cause to get involved and to create trouble. Even in the US except for a
handful no one really seems to care what happens in the world except for what happens in
China at present. There are politicians everywhere, UK, Australia, Canada, New Zealand, to
name a few who get elected by the people and who need tamil votes to get elected again
and therefore feel compelled to pay at least lip service till the next sucker group comes
along.
What the diaspora tamils as well as their sympathizers fail to realize is that Prabhakaran
and the LTTE took the tamils in Sri Lanka down a garden path to the edge of a deep
precipice and threw them in. By doing so he took them back at least a five hundred years.
To add to their misery Prabhakaran decimated all respected tamil leaders by murdering
them and by driving the rest into exile. Those who survived did so with the protection of
the Sinhalese majority in Sri Lanka.
Are these people so foolish. The continued misleading of the tamils by these fools in turn,
will only cause so much misery and suffering for the tamils in Sri Lanka till they realize
they have only one friend and protector, the people and the government of Sri Lanka.
In fact, the present Sri Lankan leadership has done more for the tamils in particular and
for the people of Sri Lanka in general that given another at least ten years, at the rate Sri
Lanka as a whole is being developed will result is someday our grand children calling it a
true paradise. Give the president some breathing space people, leaders like him are not
found everyday nor everywhere. Trust me I have been in some of the poorest countries in
the world.
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The Diaspora Tamil LTTE rump is so vicious and so destructive it’s leaders should be tried
exactly the way ex-President of Liberia – Charles Taylor is being tried. The Tamil
Rehabilitation Organisation, World Tamil Congress and hundreds of other tamil splinter
groups sympathetic of the LTTE tamils including the members of the newly formed
Transnational Tamil Government in Exile (TGTE), have been providing financial and material
assistance to Prabhakaran and the LTTE led by him and are therefore directly responsible
for the terrorizing of civilians, murder of innocent people, starting a civil war against a
legally elected government and its people, causing the deaths of hundreds of thousands of
people of Sri Lanka, recruitment of child soldiers which is universally accepted and a
known fact to name a few, to the International Court of Justice.
Is there any way a country like Sri Lanka with the support of its friends start a campaign
and push for proceedings to bring these criminals to the war crimes tribunal in the Hague
I am Forwarding this letter to the Lankaweb after giving very careful thought so that as
much publicity can be generated among those of us who truly care for Sri Lanka.
As an established professional and businessman from Sri Lanka in the US, I would very
much like to get involved in a process that will help in any way to assist to destroy the
roots of those who assisted the LTTE. Especially the Tamil Diaspora elements who still
support breaking up of Sri Lanka. There is some justice still left in the world we live.
Sri Lankan government can request for the extradition of the remnants of the LTTE terror
groups, especially the leaders of these groups, to Sri Lanka. After all most of them hold
dual citizenship of their countries of present domicile as well as that of Sri Lanka for their
convenience.
If the government of Sierra Leone, the poorest country in Africa of the 53 countries in the
African Continent can do that for a former head of Liberia why can’t Sri Lanka?. Even a
cancer can be treated – Can’t it?
Jayantha Pathbey – USA
NOTE:
The writer worked in both Liberia and Sierra Leone from 1978 to 1988 and met Charles
Taylor in 1998.
On April 12th 1980 President William Tolbert Jr. was killed tragically during a Coup d’tat and
till 2004 Liberia plunged into total chaos and darkness. Charles Taylor and his rebel
supporters captured power and he became the president of Liberia from 1997 to 2003 when
he was forced into exile in Nigeria. In 2006, the newly elected President Ellen Johnson
Sirleaf formally requested his extradition. Upon his arrival in Monrovia, he was transferred
to the custody of the United Nations Mission in Liberia and immediately flown to Sierra
Leone.
The writer also served in the capacities of technical advisor to President Tolbert of Liberia
(1979 to 1980) as well as to President Siaka Stevens of Sierra Leone (from 1982 to 1985).
The writer lived and worked in more than 18 countries in east, west and southern Africa
and finally left West Africa in 1988. He follows news and events from these countries and is
a frequent traveller to Africa and has experienced and seen the suffering and carnage
brought by meddling neighbours.
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Aljazeera
Sunday, 17 July 2011
International justice system blossoms
Opinion
No longer can war criminals expect amnesty 'for the sake of peace', no longer are victims asked to forget.
David Tolbert

The recent capture of Ratko Mladic brings hope to victims' relatives that the alleged architect of the 1995
Srebrenica massacre will be brought to justice [EPA]

As we acknowledge International Justice Day on July 17, calls for accountability for human rights abuses
resound across the globe, from Cairo to Washington, from Bogota to Kinshasa, from Srebrenica to
Colombo. The demands for justice are today a driving force of social change and popular revolutions, and
their reach now extends to those at the highest levels of power. Those leaders have, from time
immemorial, been deemed untouchable and often afforded immunity in furtive and shabby deals that
shielded them from prosecution "for the sake of peace". That day is passing.
The notion that impunity for mass atrocities and severe human rights violations is acceptable has been
shattered, largely due to the accelerating development of international justice over the past two decades.
While there are legitimate debates about the performance and capacity of the International Criminal Court
(ICC) and ad hoc tribunals (and they have yet to live up to their promises in terms of their of impact on
affected communities), it is nonetheless beyond dispute that international justice plays an increasingly
important role in our rapidly changing world.
The most visible impact of these courts and tribunals comes from their power to directly investigate and
prosecute political and military leaders who are usually beyond the reach of national courts. The arrest of
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Slobodan Milosevic in 2001 marked the beginning of a new era in which it is now possible to arrest
high-level figures, setting the stage for the ICC to issue arrest warrants for Omar al-Bashir, the president
of Sudan, and Muammar Gaddafi, the president of Libya.
They join a lengthening line of leaders from Rwanda, the former Yugoslavia, Cambodia, Sierra Leone,
Liberia and other countries who have found that impunity for serious crimes is rapidly eroding.
Such high-level prosecutions send a powerful signal: the circle of justice is closing and the principle that
no one is above the law is rapidly gaining ground. This should be a clear message to all who believe
widespread, systematic crimes can be perpetrated with impunity, despite some obvious exceptions such as
in Sri Lanka or in Syria.
Leveling charges against high-level political figures brings controversy. Politicians and policymakers,
particularly in regional organizations such as the African Union or Arab League, often try to argue that
justice cannot be pursued at the expense of peace. The African Union has issued resolutions stating that its
members should not arrest al-Bashir or Gadhafi. In Lebanon, it is not clear whether the government will
respect the decisions of the Special Tribunal and enforce arrest warrants in the Hariri case. We must not
shy away from these difficult questions.
We must recognise that while justice is essential for long-term peace and security, there can be short-term
tensions that deserve serious consideration and planning.
Trials in Tunisia, Egypt must respect due process
Moreover, we must guard against misuse of the law for short-term political purposes that undermine the
cause of justice. In Tunisia the first in absentia judgments against former President Ben Ali and upcoming
proceedings against former President Hosni Mubarak in Egypt raise serious questions. Hastened domestic
proceedings answering the call of the street can lead to unfair processes that do not respect the rule of law.
At the same time they run the risk of cheating scores of victims who have waited for decades to pursue
justice for their own cases of torture, disappearance or other violations at the hands of fallen regimes.
A deliberate, careful approach to criminal proceedings is needed to consolidate the gains of the transitions
in Tunisia, Egypt and beyond. International experience, such as that of the former Yugoslavia, teaches
that trials should target those bearing the most responsibility, while ensuring an independent and fair
process - the outcome of which will survive long-term scrutiny. Both of these goals are important in
consolidating democracy. The cost of not doing so is exemplified by the substandard trials that were held
in Iraq.
We must also bear in mind that, while holding the leaders and architects of mass crimes to account is
essential, such trials in themselves are not enough. Not every crime can be prosecuted, and there are clear
limits to the judicial process that often only tell a small part of the national story of a conflict or
authoritarian rule.
It is essential the past be confronted, the truth be told, victims' injuries be redressed and steps be taken to
ensure institutions that perpetrated crimes - such as the police and military - be reformed. Thus, in
addition to the work of international and national courts, broader justice strategies are essential in
transitional societies.
Moreover, the ICC can only be expected to investigate and prosecute a relatively small number of
perpetrators. It was created as a court of last resort, as a backstop to domestic systems lacking capacity or
the necessary political will to prosecute the most serious crimes. It is part of an international system to
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combat impunity, where in principle the primary responsibility for addressing these crimes rests with
the state.
Thus we must ensure we not only support the ICC but also national and regional justice mechanisms. This
is the next frontier in the battle against impunity: to make sure gross violations of human rights are
increasingly addressed at the national level.
No statute of limitations
International justice not only addresses crimes committed in the present, but also has inspired efforts to
grapple with accountability for past crimes. For example, in Uganda proceedings have begun in national
courts against a mid-level commander of the Lord's Resistance Army. In another part of the world, the
International Crimes Tribunal in Bangladesh has been established to address events that happened 40
years ago during the war for independence from Pakistan (although it must be noted that serious questions
have been raised about these proceedings).
These cases will have to adhere to internationally recognised standards if they are to be accepted as
credible attempts at justice. In this regard, it is worth noting that the High Commissioner for Human
Rights, Navi Pillay, recently opposed the extradition of former dictator Hissène Habré from Senegal to
Chad to face criminal justice charges on the grounds that his rights may be violated during that process.
His extradition has now been postponed.
Even where they must wait for justice, the victims of mass crimes are no longer asked to forget. The
mothers of Srebrenica waited almost seventeen years for the arrest of Ratko Mladic, the prime suspect
accused of the genocidal murder of more than 8,000 Bosnian men and boys. Although inexcusably
delayed, his recent arrest in Serbia shows the long arm of the law reaching across time. This, together with
the increasing number of trials held in national courts, is one of the most important legacies of
international justice, as it decisively affects our rapidly changing world.
David Tolbert is the president of the International Center for Transitional Justice.
The views expressed in this article are the author's own and do not necessarily reflect Al Jazeera's
editorial policy.
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NowLebanon.Com
Sunday, 17 July 2011
http://www.nowlebanon.com

STL’s Roux: Tribunal cannot be accused of being politicized

Special Tribunal for Lebanon (STL) Defense Office head François Roux said on Sunday that the UNbacked tribunal investigating the 2005 assassination of former Prime Minister Rafik Hariri cannot be
accused of being politicized “because it has not yet started its work.”
“The investigation of the international commission was criticized… but in a [few] weeks, everyone will
be able to look at the work of the prosecutor after the indictment becomes public,” Roux told New TV.
He also said that his office will look into the documents presented by Hezbollah, which claim that Israel
was behind the Rafik Hariri murder.
However, Roux added that “the investigation during the trials will be deeper,” adding that information
transmitted through the media “is a sort of general information.”
“Defense lawyers cannot [confirm] the information [addressed through the media]… they must conduct
their private investigation into the matter.”
He also said that a trial in absentia can take place if the accused are not present at the time of the hearings.
The STL indicted four members of Hezbollah in connection to the murder, but the Shia group ruled out
their arrest and labeled the tribunal as a “foreign conspiracy.”

