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for eword

FOREWORD
Your Excellencies Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon

Secretary-General of the United Nations has appointed

and President Tejan Kabbah:

the Hon. Mr. Justice El Hadji Malick Sow of the Appeal
Court of Senegal to sit with the other three Judges as

It is an honour and privilege as President of the

an alternate. I congratulate him.

Special Court for Sierra Leone to present this
Fourth Annual Report on the operations of the

The Secretary-General’s Office of Legal Affairs, on 30

Special Court for Sierra Leone covering the period

October 2006, informed me that the Secretary-Gen-

January 2006 to May 2007. In doing so, I take this

eral, in consultation with the Government of Sierra

opportunity to pay tribute to my predecessor, Hon.

Leone, had decided to appoint Professor Antonio

Justice Raja Fernando, for his devotion to duty and

Cassese from Italy as an Independent Expert for the

his tenacity in having to perform his onerous duties

Special Court. His mandate, inter alia, was to “conduct

all the way from his home country Sri Lanka as he

a review of the effective operation and functioning

had to do since there was then no statutory or other

of all aspects of the Court’s activities with the objec-

provision for him to be resident in Sierra Leone.

tive of ensuring the most efficient use of the Court’s
resources and the completion of the Court’s work in

The year 2006 has been a landmark year for the

a timely manner, while at the same time maintain-

Special Court for Sierra Leone. The crowning glory

ing the highest standards of fairness, due process and

for the Special Court was the visit of H.E. Kofi Annan,

respect for human rights.”

then Secretary-General of the United Nations, on 3
July 2006 when he met with the Judges and Staff to

Professor Cassese and his assistant, Ms. Laurel Baig

discuss progress and key challenges. On his return to

of the International Criminal Tribunal for the former

the United Nations the Secretary-General wrote: “I

Yugoslavia (ICTY), arrived in Freetown in November

commend you and your colleagues for the good work

2006. They held consultations with members of the

being done by the Court [...] Your tireless efforts are

Special Court and submitted the Report on the Special

helping to end the culture of impunity that served to

Court for Sierra Leone (Report of the Independent

fuel conflict in the sub-region thus helping to ensure

Expert) to the authorities on 12 December 2006. As

greater prospects for long term peace and stability.”

reported in this Annual Report, several of Professor

It was fitting that he should pay us a visit before his

Cassese’s recommendations were approved by the

retirement as he was very instrumental in the setting

Judges at their 8th Plenary Meeting held from 21-24

up of the Special Court for Sierra Leone and with the

November 2006. The relevant Rules of Procedure and

President of Sierra Leone, H.E. Tejan Kabbah, played a

Evidence were then amended accordingly. I take this

pivotal role in its establishment. We thank him for his

opportunity to express my appreciation to Professor

commendation and wish him well.

Cassese and his team for their celerity and indefatigability.

Mr. Charles Taylor, ex-President of the Republic of
Liberia, having been arrested and detained, was on

During the period under review the Special Court

29 March 2006 taken into the custody of the Special

made substantial progress towards fulfilling its man-

Court. For security reasons I ordered, in accordance

date of trying those who bear the greatest responsibil-

with the Statute and Rules of the Special Court, that he

ity for serious violations of international humanitarian

be transferred and detained in the International Crim-

and Sierra Leonean law committed in the territory of

inal Court (ICC) in The Hague in the Netherlands,

Sierra Leone since 30 November 1996, and in buttress-

where he will be tried by Trial Chamber II Judges of

ing the foundations for the maintenance and suste-

the Special Court. As provided by the Statute, the

nance of the rule of law in Sierra Leone. In two of the
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trials, the Civil Defence Forces (CDF) in Trial Cham-

built courthouse. By such untiring effort, all in the

ber I and the Armed Forces Revolutionary Council

sub-region have come to realise that the Special Court

(AFRC) in Trial Chamber II, testimony in the Defence

will ensure that the rule of law is preserved and main-

case ended on 18 and 27 October respectively, with

tained in all circumstances and at the end of the day

closing arguments to follow. The judgments are to be

this will be the legacy for generations yet unborn.

delivered shortly.
The Special Court is slated to complete its operations
The Prosecution has closed its case in the third trial,

by December 2009. With that in mind, and in order to

that of the Revolutionary United Front (RUF), and the

leave the legacy of the Court for posterity, the Ple-

Defence opened its case on 2 May 2007. In the fourth

nary has set up a Legacy Committee headed by Hon.

case, that of Charles Taylor, the pre-trial stage is near

Justice Benjamin Mutanga Itoe to take charge of legacy

its conclusion. The Court having surmounted the im-

projects, archiving, the preservation of records and

mense logistical challenges posed by the relocation

maintenance and future use of the Court site. Several

of the Charles Taylor trial to The Hague, the Judges of

international bodies are assisting in legacy projects,

Trial Chamber II have fixed 4 June 2007 for the com-

which I opine must be one of the Court’s top priorities.

mencement of the trial.
In June 2006, the Chief Prosecutor, Mr. Desmond de
I would like to express my gratitude to the President

Silva, Q.C., now Sir Desmond, left the Special Court

and other officers of the ICC, the Government of

and in December Mr. Stephen Rapp was appointed to

the Netherlands and officials in The Hague for their

replace him. I would like to express our appreciation

cooperation, assistance and support in the transfer

to both outstanding Prosecutors for their efforts in

and detention of Charles Taylor at the ICC facilities in

the field of international criminal law and thank the

that city. We are hopeful that such operational support

International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR)

will continue during the trial and in furtherance of the

for “lending” the erudite and amiable Mr. Rapp to the

dispensation of international justice.

Special Court. The Registrar, Mr. Lovemore Munlo,
also left the Court recently and I thank him for his

In the same vein I thank the Government of Senegal

contributions during his tenure of office.

for facilitating the transfer of two detainees from the
Special Court in Freetown to Dakar, Senegal, for medi-

The Management Committee of the Special Court paid

cal treatment. Unfortunately, one of the two, Samuel

an official visit to the Court from 18 to 22 February

Hinga Norman, died suddenly after treatment before

2007. In frank discussions with the Judges and Staff,

he could return to Freetown. I have ordered an Inquiry,

they endeavoured to provide answers and solutions to

headed by Hon. Justice Renate Winter, to investigate

problems arising from financial and other constraints.

and report to me with regard to the cause and circum-

We sincerely thank them for their understanding and

stances surrounding the accused Hinga Norman’s

cooperation.

death.
Finally, let me here acknowledge the substantial
The Outreach Section continues to do admirable

achievements of my colleagues in 2006 and thank

work in bringing the Special Court, its activities and

them for their hard work and commitment to dispens-

accomplishments to every town and village in Sierra

ing even-handed justice in this unique and experimen-

Leone, to the schools and colleges in the country and

tal hybrid international criminal tribunal.

to the people of the sub-region generally. They do this
by traversing the length and breadth of Sierra Leone,

Justice George Gelaga King, GORSL

by making full use of the news media and organising

President, Special Court for Sierra Leone

regular visits by institutions and groups to our custom

(May 2006 - May 2007)

for eword

President Justice George Gelaga King, His Excellency
Kofi Annan, and Former Registrar Lovemore Munlo
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Deputy Prosecutor Christopher Staker at an outreach event in a diamond mine

i n tr o d u cti o n

INTRODUCTION
This is the fourth Annual Report of the Special Court

the activities of all Sections of the Court, including

for Sierra Leone, prepared pursuant to Article 25 of

Chambers, the Registry (including the Office of the

the Statute of the Special Court (Statute), which states

Principal Defender) and the Office of the Prosecutor

“The President of the Special Court shall submit an

(OTP). Drawing upon the previous Annual Reports,

annual report on the operation and activities of the

it also reflects the significant steps taken by the Court

Court to the Secretary-General and to the Government

during this period in respect of creating, defining and

of Sierra Leone.”

implementing policies to ensure a sustainable legacy.
The Report will explain the Court’s funding situation

The report covers the period from January 2006

and illustrate the work undertaken in cooperation

to May 2007, when the 9th Plenary Meeting of the

with the Management Committee during this period

Judges took place in Freetown. The report examines

in relation to its funding and administration duties.

SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIES
The Special Court for Sierra Leone was created pursu-

on 20 June 2007. The Defence phase of the RUF trial

ant to Security Council Resolution 1315 of 14 August

began on 2 May 2007 before Trial Chamber I.

2000 by an Agreement between the United Nations and
the Government of Sierra Leone dated 16 January 2002,

The apprehension and transfer of Charles Taylor

to which the Statute is annexed. The Special Court is a

represents a watershed in the history of the Court.

unique institution in that it is located on the territory

The 11-count indictment against Charles Taylor was

where the alleged crimes were committed and is

amended on 16 March 2006, and alleges that he was at

funded on the basis of voluntary contributions from

the head of a joint criminal enterprise responsible for

interested States and foundations, rather than assessed

war crimes, crimes against humanity and other serious

contributions.

violations of international humanitarian law. On 3
April 2006, Charles Taylor made his initial appearance

The reporting period saw the Special Court achieve

before Justice Richard Lussick. He pleaded not guilty

several key milestones in the completion of its

to all counts in the indictment.

mandate. The Court also met significant challenges
and prepared for what promises to be the most intense

Immediately following the transfer of Charles Taylor

period of the Court’s lifespan as the Taylor trial

to the custody of the Special Court on 29 March 2006,

commences in The Hague and the Court’s operations

the President of the Court sent a letter to the Govern-

in Freetown begin to wind down in accordance with its

ment of the Netherlands requesting him to be tried in

Completion Strategy.

The Hague. The Dutch Government responded to the
request favourably.

The trial stages of two cases have been completed and
a third case is at an advanced stage. The CDF trial

On 13 April 2006, the Registry immediately concluded

before Trial Chamber I was closed on 30 November

a Memorandum of Understanding with the ICC

2006, and the AFRC case was closed in December

regarding administrative arrangements. This agree-

2006 before Trial Chamber II. The trial judgment in

ment allows the Special Court to use the courtroom

the CDF case is expected to be delivered in July 2007.

and detention facilities of the ICC for the purposes of

On 14 May 2007, Trial Chamber II ordered that the

the Taylor trial. Although the trial will be held in The

trial judgment in the AFRC case shall be pronounced

Hague, the Special Court retains exclusive jurisdiction
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over the trial. The Special Court also retains full legal

people of Sierra Leone and the West African region.

control and authority over Charles Taylor and assumes

Journalists from Sierra Leone and Liberia will be

full legal responsibility for his custody. All operations

present in The Hague and all radio programming

in The Hague will be supported from Freetown and all

produced will be disseminated throughout the two

costs associated with the trial will be borne exclusively

countries by a project of the BBC World Service Trust

by the Special Court.

and Search for Common Ground. Additionally, civil
society members from Sierra Leone will travel to The

On 16 June 2006, the United Nations Security Council

Hague on a periodic basis to witness the trial first

passed Resolution 1688 which paved the way for the

hand.

Court to conclude a headquarters agreement with the
Dutch Government on 19 June 2006. On that same

On 30 October 2006, Antonio Cassese was appointed

day, the President of the Court ordered the Taylor

an Independent Expert on the Special Court by the

proceedings to be conducted in The Hague and the

United Nations Office of Legal Affairs to conduct an

accused was accordingly transferred on 20 June 2006.

assessment of the Court’s operations.

On 12 March 2007, the President dismissed a Defence
motion for reconsideration of the Order changing

The Judges convened in Freetown for the 7th, 8th and

venue.

9th Plenary Meetings in May 2006, November 2006
and May 2007 respectively, adopting many significant

On 7 May 2007, a Pre-Trial Conference was conducted

amendments to the Rules of Procedure and Evidence,

and the trial is set to begin with opening remarks on 4

many of them aimed at making the proceedings even

June 2007. The presentation of the evidence will begin

more efficient. Notable amendments at the 7th Plenary

on 25 June 2007. The trial is expected to last for 18

include the amendment to Rule 98, which provides for

months (end of 2008) with trial and potential appeal

the oral rendering of decisions on judgments of acquit-

judgments in the course of 2009.

tal, and Rule 115, which specifies in greater detail the
criteria of admissibility of additional evidence before

The Hague Sub-Office has been established and is fully

the Appeals Chamber. Among others, the 8th Plenary

operational.

saw the amendment of Rule 18(B), requiring the
President of the Special Court to work and reside in

The Court has taken several steps to ensure that the

Freetown on a full-time basis.

Taylor trial in The Hague remains accessible to the
On 11 May 2007, Justice El Hadji
Malick Sow of Senegal was sworn
in as the first alternate Judge of the
Special Court.
In July 2006, the Special Court
had the great honour of welcoming
the then Secretary-General of the
United Nations, H. E. Kofi Annan,
to the Court for a visit.
The Special Court also welcomed
a new Prosecutor as Mr. Stephen
Rapp replaced Mr. Desmond de
Silva in December 2006. Following
the departure of the Registrar, Mr.

i n tr o d u cti o n

Lovemore Munlo, in March 2007, Mr. Herman von

January 2007 to December 2009 ($36 million for

Hebel was appointed Acting Registrar.

2007; $33 million for 2008 and $20 million for 2009).
Staffing costs comprise approximately 69% of the

Court officials conducted extensive diplomatic and

Budget. The completion process begins in 2007 and

fundraising initiatives abroad during the reporting

the reduction of staff members will be a gradual proc-

period. Throughout 2006 and 2007, senior officials

ess. A substantial number of staff reductions will be

travelled to Washington D.C. to meet with representa-

made in 2008 and 2009. As the Budget is an ongoing

tives of the U.S. Department of State and Congress.

process, the Registry will take measures to reduce costs

The President also met with Canadian Government

whenever possible.

officials in March 2007, and Dutch Government
representatives in September 2006 and April 2007.

Several legacy projects aimed at strengthening the

Several trips were also made by Court officials to raise

rule of law, human rights and accountability in Sierra

the profile of the Court’s legacy programme and to

Leone are actively underway. On 23 November 2006,

seek funding for various legacy projects.

the Judges of the Court adopted a Resolution noting
the importance of the issue of legacy, in particular,

On 15 September 2006, the Registrar concluded an

the future use of the Court site and archiving. Several

agreement with the Government of Senegal on the

projects have been conceived which promote the work

temporary stay and medical treatment of suspects and

of the Court and its broader objectives in the region

accused before the Special Court on the territory of

as well as projects which yield concrete benefits to the

Senegal. In February 2007, detainees Samuel Hinga

national judicial system.

Norman and Issa Hassan Sesay successfully underwent
surgical procedures in Dakar. Unfortunately, the

During the period under review the Outreach Sec-

accused Norman died suddenly on 22 February 2007.

tion continued to play a crucial role in promoting

An autopsy report indicated that the accused Norman

understanding of the Court’s activities throughout

died of natural causes. An inquiry into the accused

Sierra Leone. The Outreach Coordinator also shared

Norman’s death was ordered by the President of the

the experiences of the Special Court with other

Special Court on 23 February 2007, and is ongoing.

interested tribunals in Cambodia, Belgrade and The

The accused Sesay has since recovered and has been

Hague. Senior level officials travelled to Monrovia to

returned to the Special Court’s Detention Facility in

meet with officials of the Liberian Government and

Freetown.

civil society as well as conduct a number of outreach
activities.

The Deputy Registrar prepared a Completion Strategy
for the Court, with the input of the Judges and various

The Court gratefully acknowledges funding from the

parties, which was submitted to the Management

European Commission, which has strengthened the

Committee in July 2006 for consideration. An Updated

efforts of the Outreach Unit as well as the Legacy

Completion Strategy was completed and submitted to

Programme of the Court.

the Management Committee for review in December
2006. The appeals stage in all three cases being heard

The Special Court is also grateful for the continued

in Freetown is estimated to be complete by the end of

assistance of the ICTY, ICTR and the ICC. The Court

2008, and the conclusion of the appellate stage of the

would also like to thank the Sierra Leone Police (SLP),

Taylor case is projected for the end of 2009.

the United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) and
the Mongolian contingent of UNMIL (MONBAT) for

Pursuant to a recommendation of the Independent

their continued support in providing a secure environ-

Expert, the Registry submitted a Completion Budget

ment in which to conduct its operations.

to the Management Committee in April 2007. The
Completion Budget is approximately $89 million from

11
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The Justices from left to right: Justice Fernando, Justice
Ayoola, Justice King, Justice Winter, Justice Robertson

T H E chamb e rs

THE CHAMBERS
The Special Court has two Trial Chambers and one

at the beginning of 2005 and have been assigned to

Appeals Chamber. Each Trial Chamber comprises

the AFRC and Taylor trials.

three Judges: two of whom are nominated by the
United Nations Secretary-General and one of whom is

The Appeals Chamber comprises five Judges, three of

nominated by the Government of Sierra Leone.

whom are nominated by the Secretary-General and
two of whom are nominated by the Government of

Justice Pierre G. Boutet (Canada), Justice Benjamin

Sierra Leone. Justice Raja Fernando (Sri Lanka), Justice

Itoe (Cameroon), and Justice Bankole Thompson

Emmanuel Ayoola (Nigeria), Justice Renate Winter

(Sierra Leone) sit as Trial Chamber I, which hears the

(Austria), Justice George Gelaga King (Sierra Leone),

CDF and RUF trials.

and Justice Geoffrey Robertson (United Kingdom)
make up the Appeals Chamber. The Presiding Judge

The Judges of Trial Chamber II, Justice Teresa Doherty

of the Appeals Chamber is the President of the Court,

(Northern Ireland), Justice Richard Lussick (Samoa),

and is currently Justice George Gelaga King.

and Justice Julia Sebutinde (Uganda) were appointed

TRIAL CHAMBER I
CIVIL DEFENCE FORCES (CDF) TRIAL:
NORMAN, FOFANA AND KONDEWA

behalf of the First and Second Accused. In particular,
the First Accused, Samuel Hinga Norman, opened
the presentation of his Defence case, appearing as a

Defence Case and Completion of the CDF Trial

witness in his own defence. The other two accused

The CDF trial commenced on 3 June 2004, proceeding

opted not to appear as witnesses in their own defence.

on an alternate basis with the RUF trial, and a total
of eight trial sessions were held. In 2006, the sixth

The CDF trial resumed in January 2006 with the

trial session took place between 19 January 2006

presentation of the Defence case and was completed

and 23 February 2006, the seventh trial session took

on 30 November 2006, after closing arguments were

place between 3 May 2006 and 16 June 2006, while

heard by Trial Chamber I over a three-day period.

the eighth and final trial session took place between
15 September 2006 and 18 October 2006, when the

A majority of the Prosecution witnesses who testified

Defence closed its case. In total, 75 witnesses were

during the trial were protected by the Court, through

called by the Prosecution, while the Defence called

the use of pseudonyms, and a screen separating them

44 witnesses over 159 days of trial. In addition, 204

from public view when testifying in the courtroom.

exhibits were tendered by the parties during the

There were also some insider witnesses whose identi-

proceedings.

ties and safety were further protected by testifying
in closed session. None of the Defence teams sought

The witnesses called by the Defence were divided as

protective measures from the Court for their respective

follows: 23 witnesses by Defence for the First Accused,

witnesses and, accordingly, all Defence witnesses

seven witnesses by Defence for the Second Accused

testified publicly at trial.

and nine witnesses by Defence for the Third Accused.
In addition, one witness was called on behalf of all

The trial is currently adjourned for deliberation on the

the accused, while four other witnesses were called on

judgment.

13
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Death of Accused Norman

Decision on Motions by Fofana and Norman for the

On 22 February 2007, Trial Chamber I was informed

Issuance of a Subpoena Ad Testificandum to H.E. Alhaji

that the First Accused, Samuel Hinga Norman, had

Dr. Ahmad Tejan Kabbah: In a majority decision of

died after undergoing medical treatment in Dakar,

13 June 2006, Trial Chamber I denied Motions by

Senegal.

the Fofana Defence and Norman Defence requesting
the issuance of a subpoena ordering the President

On 7 March 2007, the Chamber invited the Defence

of Sierra Leone, Ahmad Tejan Kabbah, to testify

and Prosecution to make submissions with regard

before the Court and to meet with the Defence in

to the judicial determination of the CDF case fol-

advance of his proposed testimony. The Chamber

lowing the death of the accused Norman. All the

held that the Defence was required to show that the

Defence teams as well as the Prosecution filed their

subpoena was both necessary and for the purpose

submissions accordingly and the matter is now under

of investigation, preparation, or conduct of the trial.

deliberation by the Chamber.

The Chamber found that the Defence had failed to
meet both of these standards in that, in particular, the

Overview of Most Relevant Decisions and Orders

Defence failed to demonstrate that President Kabbah’s

Decision on Prosecution Request for Order to Defence to

testimony could provide information about the CDF

Disclose Written Witness Statements: On 21 February

command structure that was unavailable from other

2006, Trial Chamber I dismissed a Prosecution motion

sources, and that the Defence had failed to show that

for the disclosure by the Defence of any written wit-

the President’s testimony would materially assist the

ness statements in their possession. The Prosecution

Defence case. In a separate and concurring opinion,

argued that such disclosure would materially contrib-

Justice Itoe further held that the President could not

ute to the preparation of cross-examination of Defence

be compelled to testify before the Court because he

witnesses and would be useful to the Chamber as

enjoyed immunity against legal process under Section

it evaluates whether or not to reduce the number of

48(4) of the Constitution of Sierra Leone and under

Defence witnesses. In its decision, the Chamber stated

customary international practice. In a dissenting

that there is no a priori entitlement in the Prosecution

opinion, Justice Thompson ruled that when the need

to production of Defence witness statements and,

to uncover the absolute truth and the need to protect

in the circumstances, the Prosecution had failed to

State agents acting in their official capacity come into

demonstrate any undue or irreparable prejudice arising

conflict, the need to discover the truth was paramount

from the failure to disclose such statements that could

and that the Defence had set forth sufficient evidence

justify the exercise of the Chamber’s discretion to

to demonstrate that the President’s testimony would be

order their disclosure.

germane to the trial and that the requested subpoena
was necessary to the preparation and conduct of the

Decision on Request for Leave to Raise Evidentiary

Defence case. Justice Thompson also ruled that the

Objections: On 8 June 2006, Trial Chamber I dismissed

President was not, under international law, immune

a Defence motion seeking leave to raise evidentiary

from legal process. On 28 June 2006, Trial Chamber I

objections to questions posed by the Prosecution

granted the Defence leave to appeal that decision.

during cross-examination of witnesses called by other
accused. The Chamber found that any objection to

Decision on Joint Defence Motion Regarding the Propriety

questions asked by the Prosecution in cross-examina-

of Contacting Defence Witnesses: On 20 June 2006, Trial

tion made by a Defence team that was not the one that

Chamber I partially granted a Defence motion object-

had called the witness in question and had already

ing to the Prosecution practice of directly contacting,

cross-examined him must, unless leave is granted

interviewing and taking statements for purposes

by the Court, be related to the cross-examination

of cross-examination at trial from some Defence

completed by that Defence team.

witnesses without prior knowledge of the Defence.
From the outset of its decision, the Chamber ruled that

T H E chamb e rs

The Justices from left to right: Justice Bankole Thompson,
Justice Pierre Boutet, Justice Benjamin Mutanga Itoe

15
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witnesses are not the property of either the Prosecu-

Written Reasoned Decision on Prosecution Motion for

tion or the Defence and, therefore, both parties have

Leave to Call Evidence in Rebuttal: On 27 November

an equal right to interview them. The Chamber noted

2006, Trial Chamber I dismissed a Prosecution motion

that in this instance, none of the Defence witnesses

requesting leave to call a rebuttal witness at the

had previously requested the issuing of protective

close of the Defence case, in order to rebut a Defence

measures by the Court. The Chamber also found that

witness’s claim that the witness’s brother was killed in

it would be fair if the Prosecution were to give prior

an attack on Koribondo rather than killed in a sacrifice

notice to the Defence of its intention to interview their

at the Poro Bush in Talia as previously claimed by a

witnesses in order to avoid allegations of bad faith

Prosecution witness. In its decision, the Chamber set

or improper interference with a witness. In granting

forth the standard for admission of rebuttal evidence

one of the heads of relief sought by the Defence, the

after the presentation of the Defence case: in addition

Chamber consequently determined that the Witness

to being relevant and of probative value, the evidence

and Victims Section of the Special Court, by virtue

in question must relate to a significant issue which

of its functions and objective toward the protection,

has arisen during the Defence case, and the nature

security and support of witnesses and victims, is in the

of the Defence evidence must be such that it cannot

best position to approach and explain to a witness his

have been reasonably anticipated or foreseen; also,

or her right to refuse to be interviewed and to ascertain

the rebuttal evidence cannot be introduced in order

that proper consent to an interview with another party

to cure defects in the Prosecution’s case, and cannot

of the proceedings was obtained from the witnesses.

violate the fundamental fairness of the proceedings.
In its decision, the Chamber held that the Prosecution

Decision on Impermissibility of Eliciting Evidence Involving

had every reason to expect that its witness’s testimony

the Second Accused through Cross-Examination of Witnesses

would be disputed by the Defence, that the witness’s

called by the Third Accused: In an oral decision on 6

own testimony had indicated the possibility that the

October 2006, and in a subsequent written decision

Defence would put forth evidence that the victim had

on 10 November 2006, Trial Chamber I sustained a

been killed at Koribondo instead, and that this pos-

Defence objection and forbade the Prosecution from

sibility could reasonably have been expected and then

eliciting, during cross-examination of a Defence

addressed by the Prosecution during its case. Because

witness, direct evidence pertaining to an accused who

the Defence’s introduction of evidence relating to

had not called the witness in question. The Chamber

Koribondo could have been reasonably foreseen by the

found that a cross-examining party is not strictly

Prosecution, it did not qualify as new evidence in any

limited to addressing questions arising from the direct

case, and the Chamber held that the Prosecution had

examination of a witness, but may also cross-examine

failed to meet the legal standard for calling rebuttal

on matters related to joint criminal enterprise and

evidence.

credibility. However, continued the Chamber, the
exact extent and manner of questioning permitted will
depend on the specific nature of the testimony given

REVOLUTIONARY UNITED FRONT (RUF) TRIAL:
SESAY, KALLON AND GBAO

and the purpose of the questioning. In the specific
circumstances of the Defence objection, the Chamber

Completion of the Prosecution Case

found that the Defence who did not call the witness

The RUF trial commenced in July 2004, during which

was not afforded the opportunity to conduct investiga-

two trial sessions were held, and it continued through-

tions in relation to the witness and, consequently,

out 2005, during which four more trial sessions were

the potential prejudice to the Defence for this other

held. In 2006, the seventh trial session took place

accused would outweigh any potential probative value

between 2 March and 6 April 2006, while the eighth

of the evidence elicited by the Prosecution.

trial session took place between 20 June and 3 August
2006. Each trial session was preceded by a Status
Conference.

T H E chamb e rs

In 2006, 28 witnesses were called to testify over 57

Oral Decision on Defence Motions

trial days. On 2 August 2006, the Prosecution closed

for Judgment of Acquittal

the presentation of its case. On the previous day, the

Following the closing of the Prosecution case in this

Prosecution filed a corrected version of the operative

trial, each of the Defence teams indicated its inten-

indictment in this case, following the partial grant by

tion to move the Court for a judgment of acquittal

Trial Chamber I of a Prosecution motion to amend the

pursuant to Rule 98 of the Rules of Procedure and

indictment.

Evidence. In order to promote fairness and efficiency
of the proceedings under the amended version of

The Prosecution called a total of 85 witnesses to

this Rule, which now introduces an oral procedure

testify, in addition to one witness called at the behest

for the expeditious disposition of motions of this

of the Defence. Also, 190 exhibits have been tendered

type without modifying the legal standard applicable

so far in evidence. The majority of the Prosecution

thereto, both the Defence and Prosecution filed

witnesses were qualified as protected witnesses and

advance written notices of the specific issues in respect

testified in open court but screened from the public.

of each count of the existing indictment, as well as

However, a number of insider witnesses also testified

various legal arguments to be advanced in support

in various closed sessions in order to fully protect their

of their respective positions as regards the Rule 98

identity from the public and ensure their safety in

motions. Oral arguments were subsequently heard in

compliance with orders for witness protection.

open court on 16 October 2006.

During the course of the trial, the Defence reiterated
objections, also raised in previous years, as to the

On 25 October 2006, Trial Chamber I delivered its

Prosecution’s practice of disclosing additional state-

oral decision on the Defence Motions for judgment

ments from witnesses only a few days before these

of acquittal, pursuant to Rule 98. Each of the Defence

witnesses were due to testify. In addition, the Defence

motions was dismissed, although the Chamber found

reiterated objections concerning the process of taking

that no evidence was adduced by the Prosecution in

and the form of the witness statements by the Prosecu-

relation to several geographical locations pleaded in

tion. These objections were dismissed by the Chamber

various counts of the indictment. Consequently, each

on the grounds that the Defence was already on notice

Accused has been put to his election to call evidence, if

from the indictment against the Accused, as well as

he so desires.

from the various briefs disclosed by the Prosecution
to the Defence for the preparation of its case, as these

Preparation and Commencement

statements did not contain new evidence and that the

of the Defence Case

Defence had sufficient time to prepare for the cross-

After the rendering of the oral decision on the Defence

examination of such witnesses. In certain instances,

Motions for judgment of acquittal, on 27 October

however, the Chamber ordered the exclusion of

2006 the Chamber held a Status Conference for the

evidence not properly disclosed by the Prosecution.

purposes of considering the implementing modalities

More particularly, on 2 August 2006, the majority

for the preparation and presentation of the Defence

of the Chamber, Justice Boutet dissenting, upheld

case. Following submissions in this regard made by

an objection made by Defence counsel for the Third

the Defence teams on the readiness to commence their

Accused during the testimony of witness TF1-371 to

case, the Chamber scheduled the commencement of

the admission of evidence by this witness to the effect

the Defence case for 2 May 2007. Protective measures

that the Third Accused knew about the alleged killings

for witnesses appearing for each of the Defence teams

in Kono District on the grounds that the admission

were subsequently granted by the Chamber.

of this evidence at trial would violate the doctrine of
fundamental fairness.

On 5 March 2007, each Defence team filed various
materials concerning the preparation and presentation
of their case, including their witness and exhibit lists.

17

18

S C S L · f o u rth a n n u al r e p o rt

Subsequently, on 20 March 2007, the Pre-Defence

Third Accused in the Detention Facility by another

Conference was held in this case and these materials

Defence lawyer. The Chamber preliminarily found that

were reviewed and discussed by the Chamber with the

it possessed both statutory and inherent jurisdiction

Parties. The Chamber found that the Defence intended

to entertain the application to withdraw. In particular,

to call too many witnesses and that its materials were

the Chamber reiterated that it has an inherent power

not sufficiently particularised. On 16 April 2007, upon

to intervene in matters which impact on the right of

order of the Chamber, each of the Defence teams

an accused to a fair trial. The Chamber found that the

filed reviewed and reduced witness lists. In total, the

Defence counsel acted in the interest of the Accused in

Defence at this stage intend to call over 300 witnesses

the conduct of the proceedings and that the Accused

during the Defence case, scheduled to start on 2 May

unwillingness to cooperate with and his lack of trust

2007.

in his Defence counsel did not constitute a sufficient
basis upon which to grant counsel’s withdrawal. In

Overview of Most Relevant Decisions and Orders

addition, the Chamber also found that the Defence

Decision on Application by Counsel for the Third Accused

Office, having facilitated the visit to the Detention

to Withdraw from the Case: With an oral decision on

Facility by a Defence lawyer, failed to appreciate its

5 April 2006, followed by a written decision, Trial

limited institutional role and duties with respect to

Chamber I dismissed an application by Defence coun-

the Third Accused who they knew was already being

sel for the Third Accused to withdraw from the case.

represented by a Defence counsel.

Defence counsel’s request to withdraw was premised
on the basis that the continued unwillingness of the

Decision on Sesay Defence Motion to Direct the Prosecutor

Third Accused to provide instructions to him as well

to Investigate the Matter of False Testimony by Witness

as various public statements by the Third Accused that

TF1-366: On 25 July 2006, Trial Chamber I dismissed

he had no trust or confidence in his Defence counsel

a motion by Defence for the First Accused to direct

caused him a great degree of personal and professional

the Prosecution to investigate allegations of false

embarrassment. In addition, Defence counsel submit-

testimony by Prosecution witness TF1-366. According

ted that the Defence Office facilitated the visit to the

to the Defence, witness TF1-366 knowingly and

T H E chamb e rs

wilfully gave false testimony on several occasions

tion of inconsistencies, inaccuracies or contradictions

during his testimony at trial which gave rise to perjury

in the evidence of a witness is not enough to establish

and contempt of the Court. The allegations raised by

that the witness made a false statement but, rather, is

the Defence related to the witness testimony about

to be considered in the assessment of the credibility

the First Accused code name for the purposes of radio

and reliability of the witness’ evidence. In particular,

communications, the name of a man allegedly killed

the Chamber considered that a party seeking to inves-

by the First Accused in Sesay and, finally, a trip that

tigate allegations of false testimony has to demonstrate

the witness took to Monrovia together with the First

strong grounds for believing that a witness may

Accused. The Chamber held that the constitutive

have knowingly and wilfully given a false statement.

elements of the offence of false testimony are: the

Guided by these legal principles, the Chamber

making of a false statement under solemn declaration

examined the allegations raised by the Defence and

to tell the truth; knowing that the said statement was

found that in none of these allegations the Defence

false; and wilfully making the statement to mislead

had demonstrated strong grounds for believing that

the Court. The Chamber also held that the demonstra-

witness TF1-366 had given false testimony.

TRIAL CHAMBER II
ARMED FORCES REVOLUTIONARY COUNCIL
(AFRC) TRIAL: BRIMA, KAMARA AND KANU

Defence witnesses enjoyed protective measures under
Rule 75 of the Rules. 109 Prosecution and 39 Defence
exhibits were admitted into evidence during the entire

The case against Alex Tamba Brima, Brima Bazzy

trial.

Kamara and Santigie Kanu (the AFRC trial) commenced on 7 March 2005, and was conducted

On 1 December 2006, the parties filed their final

throughout 2006. All three Accused are charged with

trial briefs. Closing arguments were heard on 7 and 8

14 counts alleging crimes against humanity (murder,

December 2006. Thereupon, the Chamber adjourned

extermination, enslavement, rape, sexual slavery

for final judgment deliberations.

and other forms of sexual violence, and mutilations
and forced marriages as other inhumane acts), war

Trial Chamber II conducted the proceedings without

crimes (murder, mutilations, collective punishment,

any major delays. The Accused regularly attended

acts of terrorism, outrages upon personal dignity and

the proceedings although some of them occasionally

pillage) and other serious violations of international

waived their right to be present at trial. Since the

humanitarian law (conscription and enlistment of

assignment of the trial in January 2005, Trial Chamber

child soldiers). The charges cover a time period from

II issued a total of 88 orders and decisions (excluding

1997 to 2000.

separate and dissenting opinions) in addition to
conducting the main trial. All motions and applica-

After the close of the case for the Prosecution, all three

tions filed before the Chamber during this period

Accused filed motions for judgment of acquittal pursu-

had been disposed of at the time of this report. Below

ant to Rule 98. Trial Chamber II rendered its decision

are some of the decisions issued by Trial Chamber II

on 31 March 2006 dismissing all three motions.

during the reporting period:

Between 5 June and 27 October 2006, the Chamber

Decision on Defence Motions for Judgment of Acquittal

heard the Defence case, encompassing a total of 87

Pursuant to Rule 98: On 31 March 2006, the Chamber

witnesses and 101 trial days. Out of the 87 Defence

dismissed motions by all three Accused in which they

witnesses three were expert witnesses. The majority of

requested to be acquitted of all counts in the indict-
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Justice Teresa Doherty, Justice Richard Lussick, Justice
El Hadji Malick Sow, Justice Julia Sebutinde

T H E chamb e rs

ment. Reviewing the evidence adduced during the

Decision on Urgent Prosecution Motion for an Order

Prosecution case, and taking into account the issues

Restricting Contacts Between the Accused and Defence

raised by the Defence, the Chamber held that there

Witnesses and Requiring Disclosure of all Such Contacts:

was evidence capable of supporting a conviction on all

On 10 October 2006, the Chamber dismissed a mo-

counts in the indictment.

tion by the Prosecution to restrict contact between the
Accused and Defence witnesses. It stated that the law

Decision on Principal Defender’s Motion for a Review of the

and practice relied on by the Prosecution did not apply

Registrar’s Decision to Install Surveillance Cameras in the

in the circumstances. The Chamber further stated that

Detention Facility of the Special Court for Sierra Leone: On

counsel for the Accused should exercise their profes-

3 April 2006, the Chamber dismissed a motion by the

sional duty with integrity.

Principal Defender against the Registrar’s decision to
install surveillance cameras in the detention facilities

Decision on Confidential Motion to Call Evidence in

of the Special Court on the grounds that the Principal

Rebuttal: On 14 November 2006, Trial Chamber II

Defender lacked standing to represent the accused

dismissed a Prosecution motion to call evidence in

persons.

rebuttal. On each of the issues of evidence raised by
the Prosecution, the Chamber found that either the

Decision on Prosecution Motion for Relief in Respect of

issue was fundamental to the case and ought to have

Violations of Rule 67: On 26 July 2006, the Chamber

been addressed in the Prosecution’s case in-chief, or

granted a Prosecution motion and ordered the Defence

it had already been addressed by the Prosecution in

for the accused Brima to make the necessary disclo-

its evidence, or it should have been foreseeable by the

sures related to its intention to rely on the defence of

Prosecution as it had been mentioned by the Defence

alibi. The Chamber also granted the Prosecution leave

in its pre-trial briefs.

to apply for an appropriate order if the Defence called
an alibi witness before the Prosecution had sufficient
time to investigate the alibi. In addition, the Chamber

THE PROSECUTOR V. CHARLES GHANKAY
TAYLOR

stated that the Defence had deliberately ignored its
obligations to timely disclose to the Prosecution its

Following the arrest of Charles Taylor on 29 March

intention to rely on the defence of alibi and, therefore,

2006, the case was formally assigned to Trial Chamber

the Chamber was entitled to take this failure into

II. On 3 April 2006, the Accused pleaded not guilty to

account when weighing the credibility of the alibi.

all 11 counts in the indictment. By Resolution 1688,
adopted on 16 June 2006, the United Nations Security

Decision on Prosecution Motion for Relief in Respect of

Counsel requested all States to ensure the appearance

Violations of Trial Chamber’s Decision of 9 May 2006: On

of Charles Taylor for trial by the Special Court in

14 September 2006, Trial Chamber II granted a motion

the Netherlands and requested the Government of

by the Prosecution and ordered the Defence to disclose

the Netherlands to allow his detention there while

the identity of all protected Defence witnesses without

awaiting trial. Upon an order made by the President of

delay. The Chamber emphasised that further delays on

the Special Court, on 20 June 2006 the Accused was

the part of the Defence would not be acceptable.

transferred to The Hague and detained at the detention
facilities of the ICC.

Order to Defence to Justify the Excessive Number of
Witnesses to be Called: On 14 September 2006, Trial

Three Status Conferences pursuant to Rule 65bis of

Chamber II, on its own motion, ordered the Defence

the Rules were held before a designated Judge of Trial

to give reasons why the Chamber should not order it to

Chamber II in a courtroom of the ICC in The Hague:

reduce its number of witnesses. While the Prosecution

on 21 June 2006, 22 September 2006 and 26 January

had only called 59 witnesses, the Defence had an-

2007. Pre-trial briefs pursuant to Rule 73bis(B)(i) were

nounced it would produce a total of 200 witnesses.

filed by the Prosecution on 4 April 2007 and on 7 May
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2007, all three Judges of Trial Chamber II conducted

Defence the identity and other identifying information

the Pre-Trial Conference pursuant to Rule 73bis in The

regarding 73 witnesses until 42 days before they are

Hague. The trial is scheduled to begin on 4 June 2007.

due to testify at trial. The Prosecution was further
authorised to assign pseudonyms to the relevant wit-

Since March 2006, the Chamber has issued a total

nesses for use during the proceedings and the Defence

of 33 decisions and orders (excluding separate and

was ordered not to disclose identifying information

dissenting opinions). Below are some of the decisions

to third parties except as strictly necessary for the

issued by the Chamber during the reporting period:

preparation of the defence.

Decision on Defence Motion for an Order on Change of

Decision on Defence Application To Inspect Exhibits in the

Venue from the Seat of the Court in Freetown: On 3 May

Custody of the Prosecution Pursuant to Rule 66(A)(iii): On

2006, Trial Chamber II considered that the Defence

16 February 2007, the Chamber dismissed a Defence

application against change of venue raised issues

application in which the Defence argued that the

relating to jurisdiction and that such a decision would

Prosecution had not complied with its obligations

significantly affect the fair and expeditious conduct

under Rule 66(A)(iii) of the Rules and should be

of the proceedings. Therefore, pursuant to Rules

ordered that, firstly, all exhibits in their custody or

72(E) and (F) the Chamber referred the matter to the

control that fall within the categories considered mate-

Appeals Chamber.

rial for the preparation of the Defence and, secondly,
that all exhibits in their custody or control which were

Decision on Defence Oral Application Pertaining to the

intended for use as evidence at trial or were obtained

Transfer of the Accused to the Hague: On 23 June 2006,

from or belonged to the Accused be disclosed to the

the Chamber granted an oral application made by the

Defence. The Chamber held that Rule 66(A)(iii) does

Defence during the Status Conference of 21 June 2006

not place such an obligation upon the Prosecution.

and ordered the Registrar to ensure that facilities are
in place enabling full communication between the

Decision on Prosecution Motion to Allow Witnesses to

Accused and his counsel.

give Testimony by Video-Link: On 30 March 2007, Trial
Chamber II dismissed a motion by the Prosecution

Joint Decision on Defence Motions on Adequate Facilities

seeking to allow the parties to present witness

and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s

testimony by video-link in specific circumstances by

Defence: On 23 January 2007, Trial Chamber II issued

emphasising that even though the Statute and Rules do

a joint decision in which it dismissed an application

not provide for a right to a face to face confrontation

by the Defence to order the Registrar to immediately

between the Accused and an individual, an application

provide facilities or financial support with respect to

for testimony via video-link can only be considered

offices in The Hague and Monrovia on the grounds

on a case-by-case basis. Furthermore, the Chamber

that these matters were already attended to by the

noted that no video-link technology existed at the

Registrar. The Chamber however granted a Defence ap-

time of the motion and that therefore the motion was

plication to shift the tentative date for the start of trial

premature.

from 2 April to 4 June 2007 as the Defence had shown
that the earlier date would leave it with inadequate

Decision On Defence Motion Requesting Reconsideration

time to prepare for trial.

Of “Joint Decision On Defence Motion On Adequate
Facilities And Adequate Time For The Preparation of Mr.

Decisions on the Protection of Victims and Witnesses:

Taylor’s Defence,” Dated 23 January 2007: On 25 April

Trial Chamber II granted Prosecution motions for the

2007, Trial Chamber II granted in part a Defence mo-

protection of victims and witnesses on 5 May 2006,

tion seeking to re-schedule the commencement date

on 15 September 2006 and on 22 January 2007. The

of the trial from 4 June 2007 to a date not earlier than

Prosecution was authorised to withhold from the

3 September 2007, on the basis that there had been

T H E chamb e rs

a substantial change of circumstances altering the

Hague. The Chamber granted the motion in part and

Chamber’s Decision on Defence Motion on Adequate

directed that the Prosecution case should start on 4

Facilities and Adequate Time for The Preparation

June 2007 as originally scheduled, but that on that day

of Mr. Taylor’s Defence issued on 23 January 2007.

the Chamber would only hear the opening statement

The Defence argued that consultations between the

of the Prosecution and that the trial would resume on

Defence and Mr. Taylor were seriously hampered by

25 June 2007 in order to allow the Defence additional

the installation of surveillance cameras in the legal

time for the time lost.

consultation room in the ICC Detention facility in The

APPEALS CHAMBER
The Appeals Chamber and the Office of the President

that trial fairness can be preserved by the discretion

have in the past year issued several significant deci-

of a Trial Chamber to attach variable weight to such

sions. This has included many important rulings in the

evidence.

case of Charles Taylor. The CDF and AFRC trials have
also now been completed and are awaiting judgment.

Request to Subpoena the President of Sierra Leone: On 11

The Appeals Chamber is accordingly preparing itself

September 2006, the Appeals Chamber issued a con-

for any appeals that may arise.

solidated decision, Justice Geoffrey Robertson dissenting, refusing appeals on behalf of the accused Samuel

In addition, a notable change to rules governing the

Hinga Norman and Moinina Fofana to subpoena the

Presidency was made on 24 November 2006. Follow-

President of Sierra Leone to testify before the Special

ing the recommendation of the Independent Expert,

Court. In so doing, the Appeals Chamber affirmed the

Antonio Cassese, and the subsequent amendment to

Trial Chamber’s articulation of the standard that must

Rule 18(B) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence

be satisfied under Rule 54 of the Rules of Procedure

adopted at the 8th Plenary Meeting, the President of

and Evidence before a subpoena will be issued.

the Special Court is now required to reside and work in
Freetown on a full-time basis.

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

The 9th Plenary Meeting of the Judges was held in

Complaint of Misconduct Against the Office of the Prosecu-

Freetown from 11 to 15 May 2007. Various issues and

tor: On 20 February 2006, the former President of

proposed amendments to the Rules of Procedure and

the Special Court, Justice Raja Fernando, rejected a

Evidence were discussed.

complaint made by the Defence team for Issa Sesay
against members of the Office of the Prosecutor for

Overview of Most Relevant Decisions

making comments to the media, which the Defence
alleged undermined the presumption of innocence.

Disclosure of Confidential Source Identity: On 26 May

President Fernando found that the Code of Profes-

2006, the Appeals Chamber rendered decisions in the

sional Conduct for Counsel with the Right of Audience

AFRC and CDF cases, on the issue of whether wit-

before the Special Court for Sierra Leone contained

nesses could be compelled to disclose the confidential

adequate provisions dealing with extra-judicial

identity of sources of information during testimony.

comments and that the Defence request for relief was

The Appeals Chamber held that Rule 70 of the Rules of

misconceived.

Procedure and Evidence applied to protect the identity
of a United Nations human rights officer’s sources. In
arriving at its conclusion, the Appeals Chamber noted
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Decisions in the Case of Charles Taylor

OTHER CHAMBERS ACTIVITIES

Order Changing Trial Venue

7th Plenary Meeting of the Special Court:

Security Council Resolution 1688 determined that

The 7th Plenary Meeting of the Judges was held

Charles Taylor’s presence in the West African sub-

between 12 and 13 May 2006. The Plenary adopted a

region constituted “a threat […] to international peace

number of amendments to the Rules of Procedure and

and security in the region.” On 19 June 2006, the

Evidence, in particular amendments to Rules 7, 23,

President noted this Resolution and found that the

28, 61, 73bis, 73ter, 98 and 115. The most significant

security situation rendered it necessary for the efficient

amendments are the following: the amendment to

exercise of the Special Court’s functions to move the

Rule 98 – Motion for Judgment of Acquittal, which

venue of the Charles Taylor trial outside the region.

added the requirement that a judgment of acquittal fol-

Specifically, the President ordered the trial to be

lowing the close of the Prosecution’s case be rendered

conducted by the Special Court in The Hague using the

orally, after hearing submissions of the parties; and

facilities of the ICC. The President also ordered that

the amendment to Rule 115 – Additional Evidence,

proceedings be made accessible to the people of Sierra

specifying in greater detail the criteria of admissibility

Leone and the region.

of additional evidence before the Appeals Chamber.

Video Surveillance

In addition the Code of Professional Conduct for

On 21 February 2007, the President of the Special

Counsel with the Right of Audience before the Special

Court, in his supervisory capacity, addressed a motion

Court for Sierra Leone was extensively amended. The

by the Taylor Defence team to order the removal of a

Annual Report for 2005 was adopted in principle, at an

video surveillance camera from the conference room

Extraordinary Plenary Meeting which took place June

used for legal consultations between Charles Taylor

2006.

and his counsel. The President ordered the Registrar to
communicate with the authorities of the ICC to ensure

8th Plenary Meeting of the Special Court:

that the video surveillance be discontinued.

The 8th Plenary Meeting of the Judges was held from
21 to 24 November 2006. The Plenary adopted several

Defence Motion Requesting Reconsideration

amendments to the Rules of Procedure and Evidence,

of the President’s Order Changing Trial Venue

including amendments to Rules 7, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21,

In a decision rendered on 12 March 2007, the Presi-

65bis, 73bis, 100, 102, 109, 114, 115, 118, 120 and the

dent of the Special Court dismissed as inadmissible a

inclusion of a new Rule 15bis and Rule 92ter. The most

Defence motion for reconsideration of the President’s

significant amendments are the following: the amend-

earlier order changing the venue of the Charles Taylor

ment to Rule 18(B) – Election of the President, which

trial to The Hague.

provides that the President shall reside in Freetown
and work on a full-time basis; the amendment to Rule

Memorandum of Understanding with the ICC

73bis(G) – Pre-Trial Conference, which provides that

On 19 March 2007, the President of the Special Court

in the interest of a fair and expeditious trial a Trial

dismissed a Defence application for a review of the

Chamber may invite the Prosecutor to reduce the

Memorandum of Understanding between the ICC

number of counts contained in the indictment and

and the Special Court as inadmissible because the

may determine that specific allegations included in a

complaints procedure set out in the Rules of Detention

charge are representative of the crimes charged; the

had not been followed and because there was no jus

new Rule 15bis – Unfitness to Sit, which provides the

quaesitum tertio vis-à-vis the applicant.

procedure that must be followed where it is alleged
that a Judge is not fit to sit as a member of the Special
Court; the new Rule 92ter – Other Admission of Writ-

T H E chamb e rs

ten Statements and Transcripts, outlines the conditions

Conference of the International

for the admission of such evidence with the agreement

Commission of Jurists

of the parties.

In November 2006, the President attended the 51st
Annual Conference of the German Section of the

Inquiry into the Death of Samuel Hinga Norman

International Commission of Jurists in Nuremberg,

Following the death of Samuel Hinga Norman, the

Germany. The subject was “60 Years – Beginning and

First Accused in the CDF case, the President issued an

Development of International Criminal Jurisdiction.”

order on 23 February 2007, in which he appointed

During the conference the President participated in a

Justice Renate Winter, Vice-President of the Special

live televised debate with the Presidents of ICTY, ICC

Court, to conduct an independent inquiry into the

and the ICTR.

accused Norman’s death. The inquiry is ongoing.
Florence Conference on International Criminal Law
ICRC Moot

In December 2006, the President, together with Justice

Between 18 and 20 April 2007, the Special Court

Ayoola of the Appeals Chamber and Justice Sebutinde

hosted the Third National Moot Court Competition on

from Trial Chamber II, attended the “Final ETHICS

International Humanitarian Law (IHL) organised by

Conference” in Florence. This conference was devoted

the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC)

to two particular issues in the field of international

in partnership with the Special Court. The goal of the

criminal law: (i) the conduct of fair and expeditious

competition is to promote interest in and encourage

war crimes trials; and (ii) teaching and training in

the study of IHL in higher educational institutions

international criminal law. The President chaired a

throughout Sierra Leone. The President of the Special

debate on training in international criminal law with a

Court, Justice George Gelaga King, participated in the

distinguished panel of specialists.

competition as a member of the judge’s panel. The
winning team will go on to represent Sierra Leone at

Visit to New York and Washington D.C.

the International Moot Court Competition in Arusha,

In January 2007, the President travelled to New York

Tanzania in November 2007.

and Washington with the Prosecutor, Mr. Stephen
Rapp, and the Deputy Registrar, Mr. Herman von

Alternate Judge Joins Trial Chamber II

Hebel. They met with Congressional members

Pursuant to the request by Justice George Gelaga King,

from the House of Representatives, the Senate, the

President of the Special Court, to the Secretary-Gen-

Department of State, the Management Committee,

eral of the United Nations, Justice El Hadji Malick Sow

representatives from various donor communities

of Senegal was appointed as an alternate Judge. Justice

and interested States, and members of NGOs and

Sow was sworn in as a Judge of Trial Chamber II in a

Foundations. The purpose of this trip was to provide

ceremony held at Freetown on 11 May 2007.

comprehensive information relating to the Court’s
activities including funding, legacy, the Completion

ACTIVITIES OF THE PRESIDENT

Strategy and the implementation of the recommendations detailed in the Report on the Special Court for

Cooperation Trip to The Hague

Sierra Leone submitted by Antonio Cassese.

In September 2006, the President met with the Secretary-General of the Netherlands Ministry of Foreign

Visit to New York

Affairs, the President of the ICC and the Registrar of

In February 2007, the President participated in an

the ICTY in The Hague, to discuss further cooperation

expert group meeting on Planning for Residual Issues

with the Special Court and provide updated informa-

for International and Hybrid Criminal Tribunals in

tion on the Special Court’s Completion Strategy.

New York, organised by the International Center for
Transitional Justice and the University of Western
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Ontario Faculty of Law. He also briefed members of

Visit to The Hague

the Peacebuilding Commission on the Special Court

In April 2007, the President visited The Hague and met

and its legacy and participated in a video conference

with a number of Dutch Government Officials. He

with the Chief Justice and other members of the

also attended a Diplomatic Briefing with 71 Ambas-

judiciary of Sierra Leone.

sadors from interested States where he presented an
overview of the progress of the Special Court.

Visit to Ottawa
In March 2007, the President met with a number of
Canadian Government officials in Ottawa. During this
visit he participated in a roundtable discussion and
provided an update on the work of the Court paying
particular attention to the Completion Strategy of the
Court and its legacy, and the arrangements for the
Taylor trial. Canada is currently occupying the Chair
of the Management Committee of the Special Court.

T H E chamb e rs

Acting Registrar, Herman von Hebel, and Justice El
Hadji Malick Sow during swearing in ceremony
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Prosecutor, Stephen Rapp, at an Outreach Event
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the office of the prosecutor
Overview
The Prosecutor shall be responsible for the investigation
and prosecution of persons who bear the greatest
responsibility for serious violations of international
humanitarian law and crimes under Sierra Leonean
law committed in the territory of Sierra Leone since 30
November 1996. (Article 15(1) of the Statute of the

Prosecutor
Stephen Rapp

Special Court)
The period in question saw a tremendous amount of

Africa, Europe and the United States. The Prosecutor

activity in the OTP. The year 2006 was highlighted by

campaigned extensively to raise awareness in the

the completion of the trial phases of two cases, the

international community about the importance of

conclusion of the Prosecution’s case in a third and the

Charles Taylor’s transfer. As a result, several resolutions

successful apprehension of indictee Charles Taylor.

and statements calling for such action were issued by a
number of international institutions.

Throughout 2006, the OTP worked on three ongoing
trials in Freetown – the CDF, AFRC and RUF cases.

Prosecutions

In August, the Prosecution closed its case in the RUF

On 2 August 2006, the Prosecution closed its case

trial, while the trial phases of the CDF and AFRC cases

in the trial of the three RUF accused. The event

finished within a week of each other in late November

marked the completion of the Prosecution’s evidence

and early December.

in the three initial cases before the Special Court.
The Prosecution case, which commenced on 5 July

In 2007, the OTP is planning for the start of the

2004, comprised eight trial sessions spanning over

Defence phase of the RUF trial, awaiting the judgments

two years. 85 Prosecution witnesses, including two

and preparing for the eventual sentencing and appeals

expert witnesses, out of a list of 250 witnesses initially

phases in the CDF and AFRC cases, and working

filed by the Prosecution, gave evidence before Trial

toward the start of the Taylor trial. As it has from the

Chamber I. The Defence motions for judgments of

beginning, the Investigations Section continues to

acquittal having been dismissed by the Chamber, the

follow up on evidence in relation to these cases.

Prosecution has been actively preparing for the start of
the Defence case.

In December 2006, Stephen Rapp was named the new
Prosecutor of the Special Court. Appointed by then

2006 saw the completion of the trial phases in both

Secretary-General of the United Nations, Kofi Annan,

the CDF and AFRC cases. In the CDF case, the Defence

Mr. Rapp replaced Desmond de Silva, who served

phase of the trial began on 19 January 2006, and was

in the role for a year. Between July and December,

closed on 18 October 2006. The Prosecution filed its

Deputy Prosecutor Dr. Christopher Staker served as

final trial brief on 22 November 2006 and presented

Acting Prosecutor.

its closing arguments before Trial Chamber I on 28
November 2006. In the AFRC case, the Defence phase

The handover in March 2006 of Charles Taylor by

of the trial began on 5 June 2006 and closed on 27

Nigeria to Liberia and, in turn, to the Special Court

October 2006. The Prosecution filed its final trial brief

was due in large measure to the significant diplomatic

on 1 December 2006 and presented its closing argu-

and lobbying efforts undertaken by the OTP in West

ments before Trial Chamber II on 7 December 2006.
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In the Taylor case, the Prosecution spent the first

ning of the Taylor trial scheduled for June 2007, the

months of 2006 preparing a proposed amended

Prosecution expects to close its case in the first half of

indictment, which was approved on 16 March 2006 by

2008.

Justice Bankole Thompson. After Charles Taylor’s arrest and transfer to the Special Court, the Prosecution

Investigations

prepared and disclosed the initial batch of disclosure

The Investigations Section pursued Prosecution inquir-

materials as required by the Rules of Procedure and

ies concerning the accused in the CDF and AFRC trials.

Evidence. The trial team has continued to analyse and

Investigations also began preparations for the Defence

prepare the evidence, while meeting its disclosure

phase of the RUF trial, investigating the credibility

obligations under the Rules.

and accuracy of Defence witnesses and following up
on various leads for potential rebuttal evidence. A

Throughout the year, the Office of the Prosecutor filed

significant portion of the work of Investigations was

and responded to various motions and filings before

focused on the Taylor case, resulting in 36 missions in

Trial Chamber I and II and the Appeals Chamber

and out of Sierra Leone.

pertaining to all four trials.
In total, Investigations conducted 32 international and
Three of the four ongoing trials at the Special Court

nine national missions, while Witness Management

have now reached an advanced stage, with the CDF

pursued seven international and 28 national missions.

and AFRC trials reaching the judgment phase and the
Prosecution having closed its case in the RUF trial

The Taylor case will continue to be the Investigations

in line with its previous projections. With the begin-

Section’s main focus in 2007. Witness Management

T H E o ffic e o f th e pr o s e c u t o r

will be required to facilitate the travel to The Hague of

The Acting Prosecutor and Registrar undertook a mis-

approximately 145 core and 80 backup witnesses.

sion to New York and Washington in September 2006
in relation to the funding of the court. In October, Dr.

Contradictory information as to the whereabouts

Staker and the Chiefs of Prosecutions and Investiga-

and status of Johnny Paul Koroma continues to be

tions represented the OTP at the Prosecutors’ Col-

reported. No definite confirmation either way has

loquium in The Hague. The Colloquium allowed the

emerged as yet, and Investigations continues to follow

senior management from the Prosecution offices of the

up on all leads.

ICC, the ICTR the ICTY, the Extraordinary Chambers
in the Courts of Cambodia and the Special Court for

Diplomatic Initiatives and Outreach

Sierra Leone to learn more about each other’s work

In addition to managing the prosecution and investi-

and to profit from sharing their experiences.

gation of the cases, all three individuals who acted as
Prosecutor during the period in question engaged in

Following his appointment as Prosecutor in December

significant diplomatic initiatives, both in and out of

2006, Mr. Rapp met in Freetown with the diplomatic

Sierra Leone.

corps, government representatives and the President of
Sierra Leone. He has also visited the governments and

As well as his efforts in the apprehension of Charles

citizens of The Gambia, Liberia and Senegal. Like his

Taylor, Mr. de Silva met with numerous members

predecessors, Mr. Rapp has been active in the media,

of the diplomatic community in Freetown, Europe,

holding press conferences from Freetown to New York

America, and West Africa to spread the message of the

to Dakar.

Court. In particular, the Prosecutor met with Liberian
President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf following the transfer

The Prosecutors were also all deeply involved in the

of Charles Taylor to the Special Court.

Outreach programme of the Special Court. They
travelled extensively throughout the country to meet
with Sierra Leoneans at events such as town hall
gatherings, school visits, civil society gatherings and
police training.
The Apprehension of Charles Taylor
At the start of 2006, indictee Charles Taylor was in
Nigeria, and there was little reason to expect that he
would be in the custody of the Special Court anytime
soon. Three months later, on the evening of 29 March
2006, a United Nations helicopter carrying Charles
Taylor arrived at the Court, where he would make his
initial appearance before the Trial Chamber within
days.
The apprehension of Charles Taylor and transfer to
the Special Court was the result of years of effort, and
would not have been possible without the unwavering
commitment of numerous governments and non-governmental organisations around the world.
The Prosecutor visited and worked extensively with
governments and groups in West Africa, Europe and
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the United States in order to garner their support

sexual violence including rape, abduction and hostage

for Charles Taylor’s handover by Nigerian President

taking, severe mutilation, including the cutting off

Obasanjo. All those who believed that Charles Taylor

of limbs and other physical violence and inhumane

must be made to stand trial for the crimes for which he

acts, enslavement, forced labour, recruitment of child

is accused, and who worked tirelessly in this effort, are

soldiers, arson, looting and pillaging.

to be commended.
Following the transfer of Charles Taylor to the Special
The Charges Against Charles Taylor

Court detention facility in Freetown on 29 March

On 7 March 2003, the indictment against Charles

2006, the President of the Special Court assigned the

Taylor was confirmed. On 16 March 2006, Justice

case to Trial Chamber II. Pursuant to Rule 61 of the

Thompson granted a Prosecution request to amend the

Special Court’s Rules of Procedure and Evidence, on

indictment.

3 April 2006 the initial appearance of Charles Taylor
was held before Justice Richard Lussick. Charles Taylor

The amended 11-count indictment accuses Charles

pleaded not guilty to all 11 counts of the indictment.

Taylor of being at the heart of a joint criminal
enterprise resulting in the commission of war crimes,
crimes against humanity, and other serious violations
of international humanitarian law. Specifically,
the charges include crimes of terrorizing civilians,
subjecting civilians to collective punishment, murder,

the timeline of major events
•	On 17 March 2006, it was confirmed that Liberian

•	On 20 June 2006, Charles Taylor was transferred

President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf requested President

from Freetown to The Hague by order of the

Obasanjo of Nigeria to transfer Charles Taylor the

President of the Special Court, Justice George

Special Court for Sierra Leone. President Obasanjo

Gelaga King.

agreed to consult with the African Union and West
African leaders.
•	On 25 March 2006, Nigeria’s President Obasanjo
announced that his government would honour
Liberia’s request that Charles Taylor be returned to
Liberia.
•	On 29 March 2006, Charles Taylor was detained
by Nigerian authorities on the border of Nigeria
and Cameroon and transferred to Liberia. There

•	On 2 August 2006, the Prosecution closed its case
in the RUF trial, marking the completion of the
Prosecution’s evidence in the three initial cases
before the Special Court.
•	On 28 November 2006, the Prosecution presented
its closing arguments in the CDF case.
•	On 7 December 2006, the Prosecution presented its
closing arguments in the AFRC case.
•	In December 2006, the Secretary-General of the

he was apprehended and detained by UNMIL and

United Nations named Stephen Rapp as the new

transferred into the custody of the Special Court in

Prosecutor of the Special Court.

Freetown.
•	On 3 April 2006, Charles Taylor had his initial
appearance before the Special Court in Freetown
and pleaded not guilty to all charges.

T H E o ffic e o f th e pr o s e c u t o r

Parlimentarian Outreach Event
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Acting Registrar, Herman von Hebel, at a
press conference in Monrovia, Liberia

THE REGISTRY

THE REGISTRY
THE REGISTRAR’S OFFICE
The Registry of the Special Court for Sierra Leone
provides the overall administrative direction and
necessary services to all organs of the Court in accordance with the Statute of the Special Court and the

Acting Registrar,
Herman von
Hebel

Rules of Procedure and Evidence. The Registry is also
the official channel of communication of the Court.
During the reporting period, the Registry was headed

of The Hague Sub-Office to oversee all operations in

by Mr. Lovemore G. Munlo, SC who was appointed

relation to the Charles Taylor trial.

Registrar on 16 February 2006. Following Mr. Munlo’s
departure in March 2007, the Secretary-General

While the Registrar is in charge of the overall adminis-

of the United Nations appointed Mr. Herman von

tration of the Court, the Deputy Registrar serves as the

Hebel, then Deputy Registrar, as Acting Registrar of

head of the Judicial and Legal Services Division which

the Special Court on 16 March 2007. Mr. von Hebel

comprises all sections responsible for the judicial

joined the Court in July 2006.

support to the Court, including Court Management,

The Registrar and Deputy Registrar are supported by

and the Office of the Principal Defender on issues

two legal advisors, two Special Assistants, a Project

dealing with defence counsel service contracts. The

Officer, a Senior Secretary and two Administrative

Deputy Registrar is also responsible for coordinating

Witness and Victims Section, Detention, Chambers

Assistants. They are also assisted by a Liaison Officer

the formulation and implementation of the Comple-

based in New York, who represents the Court in the

tion Strategy, in consultation with the President,

Management Committee meetings and provides a

Judges, and other relevant parties of the Court. The

conduit to Registry operations in Freetown. A Senior

Deputy Registrar also chairs the Committee on

Legal Officer to the Registrar was appointed Head

Personnel Questions.

REGISTRY LEGAL OFFICE
The Role of the Registry in the Charles Taylor Trial

and detention facilities of the ICC for the purposes of

Immediately following the transfer of Charles Taylor

the Taylor trial.

to the custody of the Special Court on 29 March 2006,
the President of the Court sent a letter to the Govern-

Following the United Kingdom’s expression of

ment of the Netherlands requesting him to be tried in

willingness to enforce a sentence of the accused Taylor

The Hague. The Dutch Government responded to the

in case of a conviction, the United Nations Security

request favourably.

Council passed Resolution 1688 on 16 June 2006. This
resolution paved the way for the Court to conclude a

On 13 April 2006, the Registry immediately concluded

headquarters agreement with the Dutch Government

a Memorandum of Understanding with the ICC

on 19 June 2006. On that same day, the President

regarding administrative arrangements. This agree-

of the Court ordered the Taylor proceedings to be

ment allows the Special Court to use the courtroom

conducted in The Hague under the exclusive jurisdic-
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tion of the Special Court. The accused Taylor was

handed over the Chairmanship to the Chief of General

accordingly transferred on 20 June 2006.

Services upon his appointment as Acting Registrar.

Legal Submissions by the Registry in the Taylor Trial

In March 2007, Michael Adenuga, the Senior Legal

On 19 January 2007, the Office filed a submission

Advisor to the Registrar and the Head of the Sub-

related to the Defence request to cease video surveil-

Office, assumed his duties. The Hague Sub-Office is

lance of legal consultations of the accused Taylor. The

operational and approximately 99 staff members will

submission, which supported a discontinuation of the

be based in The Hague.

surveillance, resulted in an order by the President to
communicate the Registrar’s decision of the ICC. On

Other Functions of the Registry Legal Office

22 March 2007, the ICC Registrar informed the Special

In addition to negotiating with the ICC and the Dutch

Court of his decision to cease video surveillance of

Authorities to ensure the smooth running of the

Charles Taylor’s legal consultations.

Taylor trial in The Hague, the Legal Office continued
to support the Registrar and Deputy Registrar in their

On 20 February 2007, the Office filed a submission on

judicial and administrative functions.

the Defence request for review of the Memorandum of
Understanding between the Special Court and the ICC

The Legal Office provides strategic advice to the

and for modification of the accused Taylor’s conditions

Registrar and Deputy Registrar on matters pertaining

of detention. The request by the Defence was denied.

to the detention of accused persons, witness matters,
supervision of defence counsel matters, personnel

The Hague Sub-Office

matters, including disciplinary proceedings and

Prior to the transfer of the accused Taylor to The

staff appeals, commercial agreements concluded on

Hague, the Registry had begun logistical arrangements

behalf of the Court and agreements with States and

in preparation for the trial. The Registry Legal Office

international organisations on the operational support

assisted in the negotiation of a commercial Lease

of the Court.

Agreement for office space for the Special Court’s SubOffice and in arrangements with the Dutch Govern-

In order to ensure that the medical needs of the

ment for the accommodation of witnesses appearing in

Court’s staff are provided for, the Registry concluded

the Taylor trial. In January 2007, a Lease Agreement on

a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with

office space and a pre-contract for witness accommoda-

Choitram Hospital, Freetown on 29 March 2006

tion were signed. Much work was done to make the

regarding access to medical treatment of staff at the

location secure and fit to welcome the witnesses.

hospital. Additionally, on 23 August 2006, the Registry
also signed a MOU with the United Nations Integrated

The Registry Legal Office also liaised with the Dutch

Office in Sierra Leone (UNIOSIL) for its necessary

Authorities regarding visa protocols for travel to The

operational support to the Special Court.

Hague by staff, witnesses, and personal visitors to
the accused Taylor. The Court has also been liaising

In addition, the Office liaised with UNMIL and the

with the Dutch authorities and others regarding the

Liberian Government with regard to arrangements for

movement of witnesses to and from The Hague.

Court operations carried out in the territory of Liberia,
including trial-related work by the Prosecution and

In February 2007, a working group on The Hague

Defence, and Outreach activities. These discussions

operations was established to ensure a harmonised

were a result of Security Council Resolution 1750 of

approach between Freetown and The Hague regarding

30 March 2007 which provided a basis for support

preparations for the Taylor trial. The Deputy Registrar

and security by UNMIL for activities conducted by the

headed the Working Group from its inception and

Special Court in Liberia.
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In addition to the legal submissions made in the Taylor

tion proceedings instituted by the Sesay Defence team

trial, the Legal Office advised the Registrar on various

in relation to the interpretation of the Legal Services

submissions to the Court in relation to the RUF trial.

Contract between the Principal Defender and Defence

On 22 January 2007, the Office of the Registrar,

counsel and the provision of additional funds to the

together with the Office of the Principal Defender,

Defence team based on the size and complexity of its

filed two submissions in response to the request by the

case. The arbitration award, rendered on 26 April 2007,

Sesay Defence team seeking adequate resources. Trial

confirmed the existing interpretation of the Legal

Chamber I granted additional facilities and upheld the

Services Contract and found the Sesay case sufficiently

current remuneration of experts at the service of the

complex as to warrant additional resources under

defence.

special considerations by the Registrar.

Additionally, in cooperation with the Defence Office
the Legal Office represented the Registrar in arbitra-

EXTERNAL RELATIONS AND FUNDRAISING
In March 2006, the Registrar attended the An-

such as outreach, witness and victims support, and

nual Meeting of Registrars in Geneva where matters

legacy projects.

pertinent to the administration of international
criminal tribunals were discussed. The meeting offered

In September, the Registrar and Deputy Prosecutor

a platform for the Registrars to discuss such matters of

travelled to Washington D.C. to meet with members of

mutual interest as inter-tribunal cooperation projects,

the United States Congress and Department of State.

completion strategies and residual issues. During his

Congressional briefing sessions were held with both

stay in Geneva the Registrar also briefed members of

the House of Representatives and the Senate to discuss

the diplomatic corps regarding the activities of the

the work of the Court, in particular, the preparations

Court.

for the Taylor trial in The Hague and the Completion
Strategy. The Senate briefing session took place on 28

In July 2006, the Office of the Registrar made prepara-

September 2006 and was facilitated by Senator Judd

tions for the visit of then Secretary-General of the

Gregg of New Hampshire. The House briefing session

United Nations, H.E. Kofi Annan, to the Special Court

took place on 29 September 2006 and was facilitated

on 3 July 2006.

by Representative Ed Royce of California. Further
trips were undertaken to meet with representatives

In July 2006, the Registrar and the Chief of Court

of the United States Government and their staff by

Management travelled to The Hague to attend an

the President, Prosecutor and Deputy Registrar in

expert meeting on archiving in relation to the ad-hoc

January 2007. A follow-up visit was made by the Acting

and hybrid international criminal tribunals hosted by

Registrar in April 2007.

the Mayor of The Hague.
The Deputy Registrar travelled to Brussels in SeptemThrough a generous grant provided by the Ford

ber 2006 to address the European Union Working

Foundation, a fundraising consultant, Development

Group of Legal Advisors on ICC matters. In November,

Resources Inc., continued to work with the Court to

the Deputy Registrar addressed the European Union

develop and implement a fundraising strategy for

Working Groups on Africa. The Working Groups are

operations pertaining to core and non-core activities

comprised of individuals from various Ministries of
Foreign Affairs in Europe.
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During the reporting period various Court officials,

the Witness and Victims Support Programme, the

including the Acting Registrar and Project Officer,

audio visual programme, the Court Interpreters

travelled to various destinations to meet with founda-

Training Programme and the Archives and Library

tions and other prospective donors to seek funding for

Development Programme. In 2007, the Commission

the Court’s legacy programme. The institutions visited

donated €600,000 to continue the activities of the

include the Oak Foundation in London, the BBC

Victims Justice and Legacy Project.

World Service Trust, Humanity United in California,
the Rights and Democracy Foundation in Montreal,

On 18 April 2007, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs

the International Judicial Academy in Washington

(MFA) of the Netherlands hosted a briefing session in

D.C., Rockefeller Philanthropies, the Open Society

The Hague with members of the Corps Diplomatique

Institute in New York, the United Nations Develop-

on the activities of the Court, in particular, the Charles

ment Programme in New York and the European

Taylor trial in The Hague. Presenters included the

Commission in Brussels.

President, Prosecutor, the Deputy Director of the MFA,
the Canadian Ambassador to the Netherlands and

The European Commission has generously sup-

select members of the Registry.

ported the Special Court since 2003 in the amount of
approximately €1.9 million. In 2006, the Commission

In April 2007, the Prosecutor, Acting Registrar, Prin-

donated €695,000 to the Court for its Victims Justice

cipal Defender, and various staff members undertook

and Legacy Project supporting the Outreach Section,

a trip to Liberia to meet with the President of Liberia,

THE REGISTRY

the Special Representative of the Secretary-General for

non-governmental organisations about lobbying

Liberia, representatives of UNMIL, representatives of

efforts in support of the Court. In accordance with

the Legislature and members of civil society. The trip

the plan prepared by the fundraising consultant and

was facilitated by the Outreach Section of the Court.

adopted by the Management Committee, the New York
Office assisted the Court in its efforts to raise funds

During the reporting period, the Registrar and Deputy

from private sources. The Liaison Officer organised

Registrar met with the following organisations in

meetings between members of the Management Com-

Freetown: members of the diplomatic community

mittee and the fundraising consultant, and assisted in

present in Sierra Leone or accredited to Sierra Leone

the preparation of documents for submission to the

from other countries in the region, the ICRC, United

Committee.

Kingdom Immigration Judges, the International
Development Committee from the United Kingdom

In addition, the Liaison Office provided assistance to

Parliament under the umbrella of the Department

the Office of the Prosecutor and the President by par-

for International Development (DFID), UNMIL,

ticipating in the lobbying efforts to apprehend Charles

UNIOSIL, the Institute of Peace and Conflict Resolu-

Taylor and coordinating the visits of the Registrar,

tion in Nigeria, the United Nations Department of

Deputy Registrar, Prosecutor, Deputy Prosecutor, and

Peace Keeping Operations, the Executive Committee

the President to New York.

of Commonwealth Parliamentarians, the University
of Pretoria, the Nigeria Staff College, the International

Medical Treatment of Detainees Outside of Sierra

Military Advisory and Training Team (IMATT), the

Leone

British Council, the State Department and the Justice

In view of the limited medical facilities available in

Sector Development Programme.

Sierra Leone to treat detainees with serious or com-

The Registrar continued to be involved in external

continued its efforts to conclude agreements with

relations with Sierra Leone and remained active in

States for treatment in case of such emergencies. On

the Outreach Section’s activities, regularly speaking

15 September 2006, the Registrar of the Special Court

with various interested groups regarding the work of

and the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of

the Special Court. The Registrar continued to chair

Senegal concluded an agreement on the temporary

monthly meetings of the Special Court Interactive

stay, for medical reasons, of suspects and accused

Forum and engaged with other interested groups

persons before the Special Court in the territory of

including the local and international media.

Senegal.

The New York Office

On 17 January 2007, two detainees, Issa Hassan

In the period under review, the New York-based

Sesay and Samuel Hinga Norman, were relocated to

Liaison Officer continued to work closely with the

a military hospital in Dakar, where their respective

Management Committee for the Special Court, lobby

operations were carried out successfully on 8 Febru-

United Nations member States on matters pertaining

ary 2007. The facility used for the operations was a

to the funding of and cooperation with the Court,

top-level facility used by government and military

and provide any other support as requested from

officials.

plicated medical conditions, the Registry Legal Office

Freetown. In coordination with Freetown, the Liaison
Officer organised and participated in the Management

Unfortunately, on 22 February 2007, Samuel Hinga

Committee visits to Freetown in 2006 and 2007.

Norman died in Dakar, two weeks after undergoing
a medical procedure. The accused Sesay was returned

In order to bolster the Special Court’s fundraising

in good health and has recovered from his medical

efforts, the Liaison Officer informed international

procedure.
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COMPLETION STRATEGY
During the reporting period, the Management Com-

To date, the Court has achieved the first milestone

mittee requested a Completion Strategy that was based

in respect of the CDF and AFRC trials in which both

on input from the Judges. The development of the

the Prosecution and Defence have closed their cases.

Completion Strategy was the first task by the Deputy

The trial judgment in the CDF case is expected to be

Registrar and was presented to the Management

delivered in July 2007. On 14 May 2007, Trial Cham-

Committee in July 2006.

ber II ordered that the trial judgment in the AFRC case
shall be pronounced on 20 June 2007.

An update to the Completion Strategy document was
completed in December 2006 and focuses on recent

In relation to these two cases, it is expected that appeal

developments in the four cases before the Court,

judgments will be delivered by the end of 2007 and

and provides additional information on a number of

mid-2008 respectively.

measures that have been taken to further assist the
Judges in the running of fair and efficient trials.

With regard to the RUF trial, it is estimated that trial
proceedings will be completed by the end of 2007

In line with the Updated Completion Strategy, three

with trial judgment and sentencing, if applicable, by

milestones have been identified for each of the four

mid-2008 and appeal judgment by the end of 2008.

cases:
(i)

the finalisation of court proceedings;

(ii)	the delivery of a trial judgment followed, if
applicable, by a sentencing judgment; and
(iii)	the delivery of an appeal judgment leading to

The Taylor trial is set to begin on 4 June 2007 and
is expected to finish by the end of 2008, with a trial
judgment by mid-2009 and an appeal judgment by the
end of 2009.

the full completion of a case.
With the appeal judgment in the Taylor case, the Court
Each milestone will be accompanied by a gradual

will conclude all judicial activity by December 2009.

winding down of the administrative and support

A final liquidation, however, can only take place once

activities of the Court, and will include the downsiz-

the Appeals Chamber has finished its last appeal. By

ing of staff as well as the transfer and liquidation of

then two to three months will be required to ensure a

buildings and equipment.

proper liquidation of the Special Court.

COMPLETION BUDGET
The Special Court is funded by voluntary contribu-

covers operations from January 2007 to December

tions from interested States rather than through

2009, as well as a budget for the liquidation process.

assessed contributions.

The Completion Budget was prepared in accordance
with the Updated Completion Strategy that was

Following the recommendation by the Independent

presented to the Management Committee in December

Expert, in April 2007 the Registry presented a Comple-

2006.

tion Budget to the Management Committee which

THE REGISTRY

The Completion Budget totals approximately $89 million and can be broken down as follows:
Freetown

The Hague

Total

2007

$26,958,500

$9,045,400

$36,003,900

2008

$21,982,600

$10,999,800

$33,014,900

2009

$14,843,000

$5,222,800

$20,033,300

As can be seen, the budgets for 2007 and 2008 are still

the reduction of staff members will be a gradual

over $30 million. The major reason for the substantial

process. A substantial number of staff reductions will

costs in 2007 relates to the fact that judicial activities

be made in 2008 and 2009.

are still ongoing in Freetown as well as getting started
in The Hague. Although the costs for the Freetown

The budget is an ongoing process. The measures taken

operation will be substantially reduced in 2008, this

thus far have been designed to achieve an effective

process is countered by the increase in costs for The

downsizing of staff and costs, while at the same time

Hague. As the figures show, substantial reductions in

ensuring the satisfactory and efficient functioning of

costs will be achieved by the end of the Taylor hearings

the Court. Other measures are being taken to reduce

in The Hague, hence, the reduction of $12,981,600

the budget wherever possible, including downgrading

million between the 2008 and 2009 budgets.

posts when they become vacant.

Staffing costs comprise approximately 69% of the
budget. The completion process begins in 2007 and

LEGACY
In seeking to leave a tangible legacy, the Special Court

•	Communicating Justice in the Mano River Union: The

is motivated by several factors. As a Court operating

trial of Charles Taylor in The Hague presents the

in a context such as Sierra Leone, the prosecution

Court with the additional challenge of making it

of individuals must be pursued along with other

accessible to the people of Sierra Leone and the

transitional justice strategies, such as the development

West African region. The Court is addressing this

of national judicial institutions, in order to achieve

challenge by collaborating with the BBC World

the desired objective of strengthening the rule of law

Service Trust and the European Commission on

and maintaining peace and security in Sierra Leone.

projects that will bring Sierra Leonean and Liberian

- Excerpt of Speech by President Justice George

journalists to The Hague on a rotating basis to

Gelaga King to the United Nations Peacebuilding

witness the trial firsthand. The journalists, with

Commission, 28 February 2007.

the guidance and support of the BBC World Service

The legacy projects are divided into two categories. The

culturally and linguistically appropriate weekly

first deals with projects that communicate the work of

radio broadcasts to transmit back to the region.

the Court and its broader objectives of promoting the

The Special Court and the BBC World Service

rule of law, international humanitarian law, account-

Trust are looking at ways to expand the project to

Trust and Search for Common Ground, will create

ability and human rights to the people of Sierra Leone

include countries in francophone West Africa. The

and the sub-region. Projects falling under this category

importance of communicating the Taylor trial and

include:

its broader objectives of promoting the rule of law
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and accountability in the West African region cannot

examine the potential uses of the Court site and its

be underscored enough.

financial sustainability.

The Court is also looking at ways to expand its

•	Witness Evaluation and Legacy Project: The objective of

outreach activities in the Mano River Union and to

this project is to establish a witness and victims unit

work in collaboration with the BBC World Service

within the national judicial system, the first national

Trust and Search for Common Ground project.

scheme of its kind to provide assistance to witnesses
and victims in the areas of protection, security,

The second category deals specifically with projects

and pyscho-social support. This project comprises

intended to yield concrete benefits to the national

four phases, including a research study focusing

judicial system. Two of the three projects call for the

on witness perceptions of testifying at the Special

establishment of institutions within the justice system.

Court and an assessment of the requirements for the

These projects are the first of their kind to be proposed

establishment of a witness and victims unit in the

by a hybrid war crimes tribunal, and include:

national system.

• T he Site Project: At the request of the Government

•	Sierra Leone Rule of Law and Capacity Building Project:

of Sierra Leone, this Project seeks to ensure that,

This project is designed to build the capacity of

after the Court completes its mandate in December

national prosecutors, defence attorneys and law

2009, the Court site and physical structures continue

enforcement officials through a sustained training

to serve the people of Sierra Leone and the West

programme. The project also seeks to establish Sierra

African region. The Special Court currently sits

Leone’s first legal aid scheme to serve as a counter-

on an 11.5 acre site that includes a state-of-the-art

balance to the Director of Public Prosecutions. No

courthouse, detention facility, 200 containerised

legal mechanism currently exists to ensure the rights

office blocks, security building, etc. The Court

of accused before national courts in Sierra Leone.

is seeking funds to conduct a feasibility study to

THE DEFENCE OFFICE
The Defence Office was created to ensure the effective

appellate counsel list. As the Defence teams prepared for

protection of the rights of suspects and accused before

their respective cases there was an upsurge in up-country

the Special Court. During the period under review the

investigative trips as well as international investigation

Defence Office, in fulfilment of its Rule 45 mandate,

activities. The Defence Office also provided logistical and

carried out a number of activities to ensure that the rights

financial assistance as requested by the Defence teams.

of accused persons under the Rules of Procedure and
Evidence are guaranteed. The Office maintained a list of

The Defence Office ensured that Defence teams

highly qualified counsel and assigned counsel to indigent

obtained the necessary experts, consultants, and

suspects or accused persons and added several counsel

national and international investigators, as required.

with the requisite qualifications to its list. Duty counsel

The Witness Support Assistant supported the Defence

attended trials and provided advice and substantive

Office, acting as a liaison with the Witness and Victims

assistance to all Defence teams in the preparation of

Section on all Defence witness issues. Throughout the

their cases, from research on legal issues to representing

AFRC and CDF Defence cases the Witness Support

accused in the absence of assigned counsel and co-

Assistant embarked on the nationwide tracing and

counsel. As directed in the Report of the Independent

identification of potential and confirmed Defence

Expert, the Defence Office has recently compiled an

witnesses. The movement of witnesses from various

THE REGISTRY

Principal Defender, Vincent Nmehielle, at an Outreach Event

43

44

S C S L · f o u rth a n n u al r e p o rt

parts of the country to Freetown for the purpose of

on the Special Court from a defence perspective and

testifying was also facilitated. The Defence Office

the rights of accused persons in the international

received a number of interns, mainly on pro bono

criminal justice system, delivering public lectures at

terms due to lack of funding. Local interns from the

the Njala University College and the Milton Margai

Sierra Leonean Bar were recruited for a period of six

College of Science and Technology. The Defence Office

months by the Court.

also provided Outreach support to all Defence teams.

As part of the Defence Office Outreach Programme,

civil society and liaised with Bar Associations on the

the Principal Defender conducted community sensi-

national and international level, particularly the Sierra

tisation programmes in a number of towns including

Leonean Bar.

The Defence Office maintained its relationship with

Kabala, Makeni and Bonthe. He also engaged students

ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT SERVICES
All administrative and integrated technical support

full operational capacity of the Hague Sub-Office.

services are under the direct supervision of the Chief

Contracts for installation of the Integrated Security

of Administration who is responsible to the Registrar.

System were awarded and work is in progress. The wit-

Various initiatives were undertaken to improve

ness accommodation facility is currently undergoing

efficiency and reduce costs in the areas of human

renovation. Support staff required for the running and

resources, budget and finance, general services,

maintenance of the witness accommodation facility

facilities management and telecommunications. All

have been selected and offered appointments at The

support services are actively engaged in ensuring the

Hague.

FINANCE SECTION
The Finance Section is responsible for producing the

part of an ongoing process the Section underwent a

Court’s monthly and year-end financial statements

rigorous review of its operations to ensure adherence

with all required supporting materials for submission

to the United Nations-established accounting stand-

to the Management Committee, the Controller of the

ards, reporting procedures and built-in internal control

United Nations, the Registrar and all account holders.

mechanisms. Finance has continued its capacity

During this reporting period, and with the help of

building efforts in regard to national staff with a view

Communications and Information Technology staff,

to preparing them for possible assignments after the

a fully automated payroll system was implemented

Court completes its operations at the end of 2009.

at both duty stations in Freetown and The Hague. As

THE REGISTRY

PROCUREMENT
The Procurement Section continued to pursue value-

ment and supplies reflected a sharp increase from the

for-money on behalf of the Special Court, including

previous year’s total of $1,950,748. This increase is

the newly established Sub-Office in The Hague. The

attributable to a proliferation of activity as a result of

Court benefited from the efficiency provided by the

setting up the Sub-Office in The Hague. Major projects

integrated online Procurement Management System.

which are still ongoing include the installation of
the Integrated Security System and the renovation of

During the period under review, goods and services

the witness accommodation facility in The Hague.

contracts worth $2,860,100 were procured. Of this

Negotiations for acquiring the witness accommodation

amount, $1,868,558 was spent on goods while

facility from a government housing agency have been

approximately $991,542 was spent on services. The

completed and the lease agreement is currently being

total amount spent on acquisition of services, equip-

drafted.

PERSONNEL SECTION
In accordance with the Special Court’s Completion

national and international staff to ensure continuous

Strategy the Personnel Section concentrated its efforts

operations of the Court and encouraged transfer of

on full implementation of the personnel policy. The

skills to qualified Sierra Leonean staff.

Section also developed a Staff Training and Career
Development Programme which provides a framework

Gender

Total Staff

Percentage

Female

75

24.51%

and empower them to assume posts at higher levels.

Male

231

75.49%

Personnel continued with the timely recruitment of

Total Staff on Board

306

100.00%

to enhance the skills of qualified Sierra Leonean staff,
assist them in career development and planning,

Authorised
Levels

Staff on Board

Vacant Posts

Incumbency
Percentage

Vacancy
Percentage

Judge

1

11

0

3.25%

0.00%

USG

1

0

1

0.00%

0.30%

ASG

2

2

0

0.59%

0.00%

P5 - D2

13

11

2

3.25%

0.59%

P3 - P4

47

37

10

10.95%

2.96%

P1 - P2

21

17

4

5.03%

1.18%

FSL3 - 4 - 5

64

559

5

17.46%

1.48%

NPO

4

4

0

1.18%

0.00%

GSL4 - 5 - 6 - 7

139

131

8

38.76%

2.37%

GSL - 2 - 3

36

34

2

10.06%

0.59%

TOTAL

338

306

32

90.53%

9.47%

Range Levels
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STAFF STATISTICS AS OF
31 DECEMBER 2006
International Staff Nationality

COMMUNICATIONS AND
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
Total

In 2006, the Communications and Information

Australia

8

Technology Section (CITS) continued to support the

Austria

3

Court’s core communications requirements through

Bulgaria

1

implementation of a number of systems upgrades

Cameroon

2

and enhancements. The preliminary design and

Canada

13

Croatia

1

Hague Sub-Office with Freetown via Brindisi (UNLB)

D.R. Congo

3

was accomplished in preparation for the Taylor trial.

Ethiopia

1

This was followed by the actual implementation of

France

1

projected works, which for the most part have been put

Gambia

3

into operation.

Germany

3

Ghana

5

Through the Audio Visual Unit, CITS continued to

Guatemala

1

work with and closely support the Outreach field and

India

2

in-house programmes, providing guided tours of the

Ireland

1

courtrooms to Sierra Leonean and other visitors.

Italy

2

Kazakhstan

1

Master copies of court recordings were moved to a

Kenya

3

DVD writer solution resulting in large savings on tape

Lebanon

1

media. An overhaul of the Court’s security systems was

Macedonia

1

performed in order to improve efficiency and better

Malawi

2

protect the Court’s data. A new backup strategy and

Nepal

1

tape library was also created, and new servers were

Netherlands

2

installed to handle the growth of Court data.

New Zealand

1

Nigeria

8

A new personnel database (FPMS) was implemented to

Norway

1

improve the management and administration of staff

Pakistan

7

member benefits. Work to expand the Special Court

Rwanda

1

LAN to cater to the newly relocated offices of Person-

Samoa

1

nel, Chambers and the GSS stores as well as provide

Sierra Leone

8

internet access for MONBAT was also carried out.

South Africa

4

Sri Lanka

1

Tanzania

8

Trinidad and Tobago

3

Uganda

4

Ukraine

1

United Kingdom

16

implementation required for the connection of the

GENERAL SERVICES SECTION
The General Services Section (GSS) provides general
administrative and logistical support to all branches of

United States

8

the Court. These services include general supply and

Zimbabwe

1

logistics, facilities management, transport, travel, asset

NATIONAL STAFF

management, inventory control and mail services.

Sierra Leone

172

Grand Total

306

GSS also generates and maintains 24-hour power
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on-site and is responsible for the provision of all utility

earnest. The Field Asset Control System (FACS) and

services.

an expendable database programme, both adopted
from the United Nations, remained invaluable tools.

Throughout the reporting period GSS continued to

Routine yet challenging work relating to mail, pouch,

successfully meet the demands of the Court. Power

freight, movement control and travel continued in an

generation for the witness safe houses was consolidat-

efficient and effective manner. During the reporting

ed. The Military Guard Force security detail barracks

period over 640 travel authorisations were issued. The

and 100-man kitchen and mess facility construction

emphasis on data and cost capturing implemented in

were completed and commissioned. The construction

previous years was maintained, with both statistical

of the Special Court helipad was completed along

results and United Nations scales of issue being used

with the renovation of the witness day centre facilities.

to minimise stock and reduce overall expenditures.

As required by the incarceration of Charles Taylor,
ablution blocks were extended and a series of planned

The Property Survey Board (PSB) was established and

construction enhancements to existing structures were

now provides an auditable and regularised procedure

carried out.

for dealing with losses to the Court. In conjunction
with the PSB, the Court has procured the disposal

The Transport Unit has now settled into its more

module for the FACS, thus enabling assets to be writ-

central location, enhancing the overall support

ten off and disposed of in accordance with property

capabilities of the unit. While allocation of vehicle

management procedures.

resources remained a constant challenge due to
write-offs attributed to accidents during up-country

The Section has also been heavily involved in the

trips and the age of some of the vehicles, the Section

establishment of the Sub-Office and witness facilities

supported all requests including the increased number

in The Hague for the upcoming Charles Taylor trial.

of Defence trips up-country.
Continuing efforts to improve both non-expendable
and expendable inventory accounting proceeded in

COURT MANAGEMENT
The Court Management Section comprises the Court

Support is responsible for processing and electronically

Records, Court Support, Language, Stenography,

serving documents, ensuring witnesses are sworn in,

Library and Archiving Units.

protective measures are adhered to, records are kept of
all witnesses and the length of their testimony, and the

Court Records is responsible for the filing and serving

secure logging and archiving of exhibits.

of all judicial and legal documentation filed before the
Trial Chambers. Documents are served personally on

The Language Unit is equipped to provide simultane-

counsel within Sierra Leone, and also electronically

ous interpretation in English, Mende, Temne, Krio

through the Court Management Database to counsel

and Limba. Occasionally additional court interpreters,

situated abroad.

available to the Court on a contractual basis, are
required to cover Kono-, Mandingo-, Kissi- and Loko-

Court Support ensures the courtrooms are trial-ready,

speaking witnesses. The interpreters and translators

and that all relevant departments and users are aware

also offer their expertise to Outreach, Press and Public

of the date and theme to be covered in hearings. Court

Affairs, OTP, Personnel and the Registry. A glossary of
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Mongolian contingent of UNMIL (MONBAT)
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legal terms in Krio, Mende, Temne, Limba, Mandingo

Court users with access to the internet and Westlaw

and Kono has also been compiled.

online legal database.

European Commission funding was secured and used

It is crucial to the legacy of the Special Court to

to train an additional 10 interpreters, eight of whom

ensure that its archives are accessible to the national

are women who deal with female witnesses that have

and international community. Therefore, in 2006 an

allegedly been victims of severe sexual crimes. Staff

Archival Policy Working Paper was approved by the

training consists of practicing consecutive and simul-

Registrar authorising the recruitment of an archivist

taneous interpretation, sight translation, memory

to develop and begin implementing a policy for the

training, listening comprehension, gist extraction,

complete archiving of all Court documents. Funding

and familiarisation with the Code of Ethics for

was secured from the European Commission and a

Interpreters and Translators Employed by the Special

new archivist joined Court Management in December

Court for Sierra Leone. This training is complemented

2006.

by lectures on how to deal with the phenomenon of
vicarious traumatisation, and elocution.

In preparation for the commencement of the Taylor

The Stenography Unit is responsible for producing

lished in The Hague. Over 90% of Court Management

transcripts for Court users within a 24-hour period.

staff has already been recruited and a small team

The Unit has also participated in mission assignments

of interpreters will provide translation of the trial

to ensure accurate recordings of witness statements.

into Krio. In preparation for the trial the Chief of

trial a Court Management sub-Unit has been estab-

the Language Unit has completed several missions
The Special Court Library houses publications

to Liberia and The Gambia liaising, recruiting and

covering Sierra Leonean and international criminal

training interpreters, including Liberian Krio speakers.

law, as well as a video and audio library of all public
hearings at the Special Court. Books have been

The Court Room Officer responsible for the trial has

purchased specifically by the library and the library

recently completed extensive training with ICTY

has also received substantial donations from external

Courtroom Officers. Together with CITS, Court Man-

organisations. Due to generous donations, the library

agement is working to install the allocated courtroom

has been able to donate duplicate books and texts to

with all the necessary hardware and software in time

the National Library of Sierra Leone. The library is also

for trial.

equipped with four desktop computers that provide

SECURITY SECTION
The Security Section coordinates operational plans to

The Security Section stipulated special services

ensure a safe and secure environment within the Court

including:

complex and at the residences of its principals. The
section generally ensures the welfare of all Court staff

•	Support to the Witness and Victims Support Section

by constant armed patrolling around the residences

•	Support to the Detention Centre

occupied by international and national staff alike.

•	Close protection services for all Court principals

Local police supported the Security Section befittingly

•	Emergency response to all distress calls, in-house

during the reporting period by providing both armed

training and security advisories to all staff on

and unarmed police officers to work side by side with

different occasions as deemed appropriate

the Security work force.
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•	Secure movement of detainees from Detention to
Trial Chambers and back
•	Secure movement of detainees to and from hospitals, both in and outside the country
•	Investigation of all incidents involving Special Court
staff and property

turnstile gates, CCTV cameras with the capacity to
record 24/7 and a fire alarm system. Security conducted
contingency exercises in collaboration with MONBAT.
Responsibility for quick response in case of any threat to
the Special Court was allocated to the Pakistani Battalion
of UNMIL based in Liberia, concurrently with MONBAT

•	Access Control using manpower as well as the

based in Freetown. The Security Section established its

automated Integrated Security System (ISS)

office in The Hague. A Security Coordinator Officer has

•	Support to visitors and Outreach programmes

been appointed and the Section will be strengthened by

up-country

the arrival of other staff in the near future.

On 17 January 2007, the Security Section, in collabora-

Both the ex-Chief of Security and his Deputy were

tion with MONBAT and the SLP, ensured the secure

offered jobs by the United Nations in Iraq and Sudan

transfer of two detainees to Dakar, Senegal for medical

respectively.

treatment. The ISS became fully operational, including

THE DETENTION FACILITY
The Detention Facility is located within the Court’s

now includes a psychiatrist who assists detainees in

compound in Freetown, enabling regular and easy

coping with incarceration.

access by all visitors and legal teams. Legal visits and

•	Remedial English and computer classes continued

protected defence witness visits increased significantly

to assist detainees to improve their written, oral

during 2006 as the CDF and AFRC Defence cases

language and basic computer skills.

were being presented. In the first half of the year the
detainees at different times refused to attend Court

The welfare of the detainees is monitored by the ICRC

for various reasons, however in the second half the

to ensure that they are being treated in a manner

detainees attended court regularly. During the period

consistent with the Rules of Detention and interna-

in which he was held at the Special Court Detention

tional minimum standards. A delegation from the

Facility, from 29 March to 20 June 2006, Charles

ICRC visited the Detention Facility in January 2006.

Taylor was held in administrative segregation.
As a result of a recommendation made by the IndeThe detention facilities and the overall regime meet

pendent Expert to install toilets and wash basins in

international standards for detainees. During the

each cell in the accommodation block, construction

reporting year, the Detention Facility undertook

plans and cost estimates have been submitted for

several projects as part of its commitment to comply

review and approval.

with such standards:
•	A n additional toilet block was constructed to

In July 2006, the Secretary-General of the United

accommodate the detainees’ preparation for court in

Nations, H.E. Kofi Annan, visited the Detention

the mornings. There are now four toilets and four

Facility. Other high-level visitors toured the Facility

showers in A Block. In addition, the B Block toilets

throughout the year.

and showers are made available to the detainees
each morning.
•	The Court continued to provide a high level of
medical services to detainees. The medical clinic

Joint United Nations, Police and Special Court exercises continued throughout 2006 and early 2007 to
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Deputy Prosecutor at an Outreach Event
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test the contingency plan for the emergency evacuation

in June 2006. The current complement of 45 Prison

of detainees and staff from the Court compound.

Service staff was increased to 55 to meet the additional
security requirements to staff B Block for Charles

The Memorandum of Understanding between the

Taylor’s detention.

Court and the Sierra Leone Prison Service was renewed

WITNESS AND VICTIMS SUPPORT SECTION
In keeping with its mandate the Witness and Victims

support, medical and security needs, and appropriate

Support Section (WVS) dealt with a large number of

action is always ensured.

witnesses during the reporting period. During 2006,
WVS handled a total of 170 witnesses. About 15

To date, 349 witnesses have testified before the Trial

witnesses and their dependents were under the care of

Chambers. In addition, WVS cared for 100 potential

WVS on a semi-permanent basis. After the completion

witnesses and those who eventually did not testify,

of their testimony more permanent arrangements are

as well as those returning with medical and security

being made to resettle them on an ongoing basis.

concerns. It is estimated that another 300 to 400
witnesses will come under the care of WVS for the

Whenever a witness comes under the care of WVS a

Charles Taylor and RUF Defence cases.

psycho-social assessment is carried out to determine
the support, counselling needs and vulnerability of the

For the Charles Taylor trial WVS deals with a large

witness. A simultaneous security and threat assess-

number of witnesses from Liberia, and as such there

ment is carried out. Since WVS also has a comprehen-

has been a considerable increase in the number of

sive post-trial monitoring programme, all witnesses

safe houses corresponding to the number of witnesses

are visited on a regular basis to assess their current

and dependents under the care of WVS. More than 21

support, medical and security needs, and appropriate

witnesses and dependents are under the protective care

action is always ensured.

of WVS at the present time.

In keeping with its mandate the Witness and Victims

Special arrangements for housing and caring for

Support Section (WVS) dealt with a large number of

witnesses in the Charles Taylor trial have been made

witnesses during the reporting period. During 2006,

both in Sierra Leone and The Hague. Since many

WVS handled a total of 170 witnesses. About 15

witnesses will have to be transported to The Hague,

witnesses and their dependents were under the care of

comprehensive arrangements for travel documents,

WVS on a semi-permanent basis. After the completion

visas, escorts, security and care have been put in place

of their testimony more permanent arrangements are

in The Hague. A staff contingent of 22 persons has

being made to resettle them on an ongoing basis.

been approved for this purpose and recruitment is in
the final stages in order to ensure that the staff will be

Whenever a witness comes under the care of WVS a

on the ground before the witnesses start arriving.

psycho-social assessment is carried out to determine
the support, counselling needs and vulnerability of the

The Special Court would like to thank the European Com-

witness. A simultaneous security and threat assess-

mission for financially supporting the Witness and Victims

ment is carried out. Since WVS also has a comprehen-

Support Section.

sive post-trial monitoring programme, all witnesses
are visited on a regular basis to assess their current
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53

OUTREACH
In implementing our mission of educating Sierra
Leoneans on the rule of law and the operations of
the Court, Outreach targets the general population,
as well as specific groups including the military, the
police, students at all levels, the judiciary, prison
officers, religious leaders, civil society, and national
and international NGOs. Outreach uses town-hall
meetings, radio programmes, publications, video
screenings of trial proceedings, seminars, and training
to communicate the work of the Special Court. Following an experience sharing meeting held in Freetown in
October 2006, Outreach expanded its activities into
Liberia.
Significant initiatives undertaken by Outreach during
the reporting period include:
•	Training of 420 Local Government Councillors

Binta Mansaray,
Outreach
Coordinator

nationwide: Councillors were trained in the rule of
law and expanded their knowledge base regarding
the mandate of the Special Court, due process and
the rights of accused persons before the Court.
•	Independent Public Perception Survey on the work
of the Court and Outreach to the end of 2006: An
independent contractor was retained to assess the

facilitate immediate response to deliberate misinformation or clarification of misunderstandings.
•	Tours of the Court’s facilities: Over 2000 elementary

perception of Sierra Leoneans in respect of the

and secondary school students visited the Court

activities of the Court, Outreach, and the approach-

and participated in interactive question and answer

ing judgments. 10,000 respondents were targeted

sessions. University and various tertiary institutions

nationwide. The survey report is expected by end of

also participated in Court tours.

May 2007.
•	Gender Programme: Women’s groups played key

•	Accountability Now Clubs (ANCs): These clubs
involve university and post-secondary students

roles in awareness-raising among rural women in

in educating their peers and communities on the

2006. The Sierra Leone Market Women’s Associa-

Special Court, transitional justice, and human

tion, for example, organised country-wide regional

rights. In 2006, coalitions of the various ANCs in

seminars on transitional justice and the Special

the western area developed to form an inter-college

Court which targeted some 5000 market women.

structure. In an effort to curb student violence on

•	V ideo Screenings: Video screenings of redacted
Special Court trials continued across the country.
•	R adio & Television Programming: Radio coverage

campuses the ANCs have embarked on rule of law
training in the colleges.
•	Capacity Building Initiatives as part of the Legacy

of the Court’s activities in Freetown and the Taylor

Programmes: The Outreach section continued to

Status Conferences in The Hague was carried out.

train various groups, including the Local Govern-

Programming included expert interviews and panel

ment Council, the lay judiciary and Local Court

discussions, and rapid response programmes that

Chairmen in the Northern Province, on topics
pertaining to international humanitarian law, the

54

S C S L · f o u rth a n n u al r e p o rt

rights of suspects and accused persons, international

•	Consultation Trip to Guinea: The Outreach

standards of detention and the rights of women in

Coordinator conferred with sub-regional civil

the native administration process.

society groups in Guinea in order to identify areas

•	A n experience-sharing Seminar: In October 2006

of collaboration for outreach in that country. The

members of the Special Court and civil society

meeting was very successful and a follow-up is

groups from Liberia and Sierra Leone participated

planned for 2007.

in this Seminar, which led to the production of an
outcome document detailing outreach strategies

The Outreach Coordinator took several outreach-

for the sub-region. Subsequently, an autonomous

related international trips including a trip to Phnom

outreach secretariat of Liberia, run by a coalition of

Penh in Cambodia, Belgrade and another to the ICC

civil society groups and supported by the Outreach

to provide guidance and assist in developing the ICC

Section of the Special Court was established. The

strategic plan for its outreach activities.

coalition has carried out several programmes including radio panel discussions and video screenings of

Outreach is grateful for funding from the European

the Taylor Status Conferences.

Commission.

PRESS AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE
As the public face of the Special Court, the Press

To take advantage of a changing media landscape in

and Public Affairs Office engages the Sierra Leonean

Sierra Leone which has seen an increase in FM radio

and international media. Public Affairs serves as the

stations throughout the country, the Office has used

starting point for the many journalists, researchers and

innovative methods to communicate the Court’s

members of the public who need to access information

message. These include the production of audio press

about the Court.

releases in English and Krio, which are distributed upcountry by the local Talking Drum Studio. In February

The Office works with all sections of the Court to

2007, the Office set up a call-in telephone news line for

provide the greatest possible exposure of the judicial

up-country radio stations. When used in conjunction

process. During the reporting period the Press and

with text-messaging, this has reduced the time for

Public Affairs Office continued to provide information

news to reach the provinces from days to minutes.

to major international and local media in the form of
press releases, press briefings, and videos. Because of

In preparing to make the Taylor trial as accessible as

a lack of communications infrastructure in Freetown,

possible to the people of Sierra Leone and Liberia,

especially email, copies of press releases are dropped

the Office has worked with Hirondelle’s Cotton Tree

at the Sierra Leone News Agency and media houses are

Radio, which will soon broadcast news by satellite

notified by text-messaging, a local innovation which

to radio stations in rural Sierra Leone, as well as the

has proved very successful.

BBC’s Communicating Justice, which will send Sierra
Leonean and Liberian journalists to The Hague. The

The Office gave numerous media interviews in both

Office has also established contacts in the Liberian

English and Krio, facilitated interviews with Court

press in advance of the Taylor trial.

officials and conducted periodic press conferences.
Most of these are held in the city centre, which is more

The Press and Public Affairs Office produces video

accessible to the local media.

summaries of Court proceedings which are shown

THE REGISTRY

throughout Sierra Leone by Outreach field officers and
on local television in Freetown. The Video Unit also
provides video to international television. Following
the arrival and the initial appearance of Charles
Taylor, video produced by the Office was broadcast on
television around the world. The Office also produces
weekly audio summaries in English and Krio which
are currently played on 10 radio stations throughout
the country.
The Press and Public Affairs Office is responsible for
the Court’s website: www.sc-sl.org.
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annexes

ANNEX I
List of Acronyms
International Criminal Court (ICC)

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)

International Criminal Tribunal for the former

United Nations Integrated Office in Sierra Leone

Yugoslavia (ICTY)

(UNIOSIL)

Report on the Special Court for Sierra Leone (Report

Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA)

of the Independent Expert)

United Kingdom Department for International

Civil Defence Forces (CDF)

Development (DFID)

Armed Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC)

International Military Advisory and Training Team

Revolutionary United Front (RUF)

(IMATT)

International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR)

Communications and Information Technology Section

Statute of the Special Court (Statute)

(CITS)

Office of the Prosecutor (OTP)

General Services Section (GSS)

Sierra Leone Police (SLP)

Field Asset Control System (FACS)

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL)

Property Survey Board (PSB)

Mongolian contingent of UNMIL (MONBAT)

Integrated Security System (ISS)

International Humanitarian Law (IHL)

Witness and Victims Support Section (WVS)

Non-governmental organisation (NGO)

Accountability Now Clubs (ANCs)

ANNEX II
List of Persons Indicted by the Special Court for Sierra Leone
Accused

Indictment Filed

Indictment Approved

Current Status

Charles Ghankay Taylor

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

In custody as of 29 March 2006

Foday Saybana Sankoh

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

Indictment withdrawn 8
December 2003

Johnny Paul Koroma

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

At large

Sam Bockarie

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

Indictment withdrawn 8
December 2003

Issa Hassan Sesay

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

In custody as of 10 March 2003

Alex Tamba Brima

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

In custody as of 10 March 2003

Morris Kallon

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

In custody as of 10 March 2003

Samuel Hinga Norman

7 March 2003

7 March 2003

Deceased 22 February 2007

Augustine Gbao

16 April 2003

16 April 2003

In custody as of 20 March 2003

Brima Bazzy Kamara

26 May 2003

28 May 2003

In custody as of 29 May 2003

Moinina Fofana

24 June 2003

26 June 2003

In custody as of 29 May 2003

Allieu Kondewa

24 June 2003

26 June 2003

In custody as of 29 May 2003

Santigie Borbor Kanu

15 September 2003

16 September 2003

In custody as of 17 September
2003
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ANNEX III
TRIAL CHAMBER I
Special Court for Sierra Leone

Justice Pierre Boutet

Justice Bankole Thompson

(Presiding)

(Presiding)

Justice Benjamin Mutanga Itoe

1 x Senior Legal Officer
2 x Legal Officers
3 x Associate Legal Officers
1 x Senior Secretary
4 x Interns

TRIAL CHAMBER II
Special Court for Sierra Leone

Justice Teresa Doherty

Justice Julia Sebutinde

Justice Richard Brunt Lussick

(Presiding)

(Presiding)

1 x Senior Legal Officer
1 x Legal Officer
3 x Associate Legal Officer
1 x Senior Secretary
2 x Interns

annexes
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APPEALS CHAMBER
Special Court for Sierra Leone

The President Justice
George Gelaga King

Justice Geoffrey

Justice Emmanuel

Robertson, Q.C.

Olayinka Ayoola

Justice Renate Winter

1 x Senior Legal Officer
2 x Legal Officers
1 x Senior Secretary
1 x Intern

Justice Arachchige Raja
Nihal Fernando
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THE REGISTRY
Special Court for Sierra Leone

OFFICE OF
THE REGISTRAR
SECURITY

BUDGET
& ADMIN.
SUPPORT

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF

COMMUNICAFINANCE

DEFENCE OFFICE

OF ADMINISTRATION

TIONS

COMMUNICATION
AND
INFORMATION

INFORMATION

TECHNOLOGY

TECHNOLOGY
PROCUREMENT

GENERAL
SERVICES
PERSONNEL

CLINIC

FACILITY
MANAGEMENT

TRANSPORT

CONTRACTING
SERVICES
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REGISTRY LEGAL OFFICE

PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE

OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY
REGISTRAR

COURT MANAGEMENT
CHAMBERS

COURT
SUPPORT

COURT
RECORDS
& LIBRARY

WITNESS AND
STENOGRAPHY

TRANSLATION

VICTIMS

UNIT

SUPPORT

DETENTION
FACILITY

OUTREACH
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THE PROSECUTION
Special Court for Sierra Leone

OFFICE OF
THE PROSECUTOR

Office of the
Deputy Prosecutor

Investigation

Administrative

Prosecution

Section

Section

Section

Investigation
Team

Intelligence

Crime Scene

Tracking

Investigation

Team

Unit

Evidence

Trial

Unit

Section
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ANNEX IV
Key Budget and Financial Data:
Approved Budget (July 2005 to June 2006)

$25,539,700.00

Approved Budget (July to December 2006)

$16,895,900.00

Proposed Budgets (Jan 2007-December 2009)

$89,052,100.00

Actual Expenditures (July 2005 to June 2006)

$24,081,981.48

Actual Expenditures (July to December 2006)

$14,031,622.00

Total Contributions Received (July 2005 to December 2006)

$35,376,042.75

Total UN Subvention Received

$27,913,494.37

63

64

S C S L · f o u rth a n n u al r e p o rt

Special Court for Sierra Leone
Status of Pledges and Non-Pledged Contributions
(in United States Dollars)
Country

1 July 05 - 31
December 06

Albania

January December 07
1,500.00

Andorra

12,711.00

Australia

301,110.00

77,490.00

Belgium

179,709.62

191,919.26

Bosnia

-

1,000.00

Bulgaria

-

3,868.80

1,380,191.81

1,545,064.38

Canada
Canada

179,356.11

Luxembourg

96,769.00

45,787.00

Malaysia

-

-

Mali

-

-

Mauritius

-

-

Mexico

-

-

4,800,000.00

-

200,000.00

-

Nigeria

25,000.00

-

Norway

932,297.00

-

Oman

-

-

Philippines

-

-

Saudi Arabia

-

200,000.00

Senegal

-

-

Singapore

-

-

5,000.00

-

-

-

Spain

331,100.00

-

Sweden

777,229.48

591,960.03

5,000.00

-

300,000.00

-

-

100,000.00

7,266,960.00

3,973,200.00

Netherlands
New Zealand

Chile

10,000.00

-

Cyprus

14,770.00

14,770.00

Czech Republic

60,000.00

-

Denmark

477,507.18

-

Estonia

10,000.00

-

Finland

387,113.67

-

France

1,211,350.00

645,950.00

Germany

1,649,600.00

-

Greece

25,000.00

60,000.00

Ireland

1,779,648.00

785,794.00

10,000.00

5,000.00

Italy

-

-

United Arab
Emirates

Japan

-

-

United Kingdom

Lesotho

-

-

United States

13,000,000.00

-

8,000.00

-

Total

35,376,042.75

8,592,634.58

Israel

Liechtenstein

Slovenia
South Africa

Thailand
Turkey

annexes

ANNEX V
In-Kind Contributions:
Canada

1,000,000 CAD/year

(Gratis personnel since Nov 2002)

275,000 USD/year

(Gratis personnel since Nov 2002)

Furniture

(Not quantified despite repeated requests by the SCSL and the
auditors)

109,881.33 USD

1 Gratis personnel at P-5 Step 3

Switzerland
China
Germany

ANNEX VI
Management Committee
Member States
Canada
Nigeria
Netherlands
Sierra Leone
United Kingdom
United States of America
UN Secretariat:
Office of Legal Affairs
Office of Programme Planning
Budget and Accounts
Office of Human Resources Management
Office of Central Support Services
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