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Tuesday, 21 September 2004

[In the absence of the three accused]
[Open session]

[Upon commencing at 10.25 a.m.]

PRESIDING JUDGE: The Chamber resumes it's session. Learned
counsel, I would like to have it on record that the three
accused persons are not present. That would be true, of
course; isn't it? The three accused persons are not
present.

MR MARGAI: It is true --

PRESIDING JUDGE: We are coming to -- we are coming to that,
please.

MR MARGAI: Sorry.

PRESIDING JUDGE: We are coming to that. Yes, stand-by
counsel for the first accused, is there any particular
reason this morning?

MR JABBI: No particular reason, My Lord, but --

PRESIDING JUDGE: We don't want to go back to the reasons
we've heard, but he is standing on those reasons to keep
out of Court; isn't it?

MR JABBI: I suppose that is why he is absent this morning, My
Lord.

MR HALL: May it please the Court. This morning I filed --

PRESIDING JUDGE: Please, just a minute. And it would be
right, Dr Jabbi, to say that he is keeping out because of
the reasons expressed in Exhibit 13.

MR JABBI: My Lord, I would assume so, but we have not had

opportunity to be in contact with him this morning.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE: Well, the Court takes it that he is keeping
2 out because of reasons expressed in Exhibit 13, which we
3 have before us.
4 MR JABBI: That is highly probable, My Lord.
10:25:00 5 JUDGE THOMPSON: Well, I think it is safe to assume that
6 evidence -- they have no evidence to the contrary.
7 MR JABBI: As Your Lordship pleases.
8 JUDGE THOMPSON: Yes.
9 PRESIDING JUDGE: Yes, Mr Hall, you had --

10:25:24 10 MR HALL: Yes, Your Honour. This morning I filed, about 9.30,

11 a pleading that was prepared actually on Sunday, finished

12 with the [inaudible] on Sunday night and finished up the

13 typing yesterday. For some reason it wasn't filed

14 yesterday, and this is to raise the points a, b and D in
10:25:40 15 that letter to address those -- that formal filing that

16 was done this morning. We can [inaudible] that up if you

17 get it, and we are working on something that deals with

18 point c¢ in the letter and Defence

19 counsel --

10:25:56 20 PRESIDING JUDGE: Are you saying that you filed a motion?
21 MR HALL: Yes, Your Honour.
22 PRESIDING JUDGE: Yes.

23 MR HALL: We are separately dealing with point c in the

24 letter, Exhibit 13, and Defence counsel -- three Defence

10:26:06 25 counsel are working together, Your Honour, to co-ordinate
26 a response to that. So we will have that done as soon as
27 possible.

28 JUDGE BOUTET: But Mr Hall, this is only one issue. I don't

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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have the exhibit in front of me now, but Mr Norman in
that document raised more than one issue. In fact, it
was, to my recollection, a restatement of his position
about jurisdiction of the Court -- failure of, I think,
indictment served and all of these. So it is more than
just the question of witnesses.

MR HALL: That's true, Your Honour. I felt that a, b and d,
he had been addressing over and over again as really one
issue. When he wrote his letter, it somehow got
separated, and I dealt with a, b and d, I believe, in
that pleading and you will see it probably during the
lunch hour. (C) is a separate issue entirely, as I see
it.

JUDGE BOUTET: And the motion deals with c.

MR HALL: No, a, b and d.

JUDGE BOUTET: A, b and d?

MR HALL: C is being dealt with by other Defence counsel
together.

JUDGE BOUTET: Okay.

MR HALL: Because of [inaudible]

JUDGE BOUTET: Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Right. Mr Bockarie, please.

MR BOCKARIE: Yes, Your Honour. There has been a change of
mind in respect of the second accused, Your Honour.

I called on him this morning. He is quite willing to
continue attending Court. Unfortunately, Your Honour, he
reported to me that for the whole of last night, he was

not feeling too well. I got in touch with the Chief of

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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Detention. He, too, confirmed to me that Moinina
reported sick, and Your Honour I'm speaking from the Bar,
from his look, though I'm not a doctor, I can tell that
that was not the Moinina I used to know. I'm sure after
yesterday afternoon's development right up to what must
have transpired, I'm not really surprised that he has not
been feeling too well, sir. Now we were waiting for the
doctor to determine whether he is fit to attend Court.

As long as we get that clarification from the doctor, my
client is quite willing to be in Court, sir.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Yes, Mr Margai, please.

MR MARGAI: May it please you, My Lords. I'm informed that my
client is waiting to see a doctor, and if I might add,
I'm only here today out of respect, because as I said
yesterday, I'm not in the best of health. I do hope that
in the afternoon I will be able to get Your Lordships'
permission to go and see my doctor.

JUDGE BOUTET: Mr Margai, can I ask you a question in addition
to what you've just submitted? 1Is it your representation
that we can still proceed this morning, given what your
client has said himself in Court yesterday?

MR MARGAI: Well, based on what my client told this Chamber
yesterday, whether he is here or not he has confidence in
his team and the Chamber can proceed. Even if I'm not
here, Mr Yada Williams will be here to proceed.

JUDGE BOUTET: Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Yesterday, the Chamber delivered -- made an

oral ruling on the absence of the three defendants, and

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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1 the Chamber did indicate that the accused persons who
2 were absent had forfeited their right to have the hearing
3 in their presence, and that briefly that we were to
4 proceed under Rule 60. This morning, of course we did
10:33:26 5 say that there would be a written ruling that will come
6 to confirm what we ruled upon briefly yesterday, and
7 which permitted us to continue with the proceedings. For
8 us to continue this morning, the Chamber, as a follow-up
9 to this ruling, and after a further deliberation, rules
10:33:54 10 that the status of counsel -- of stand-by counsel for the
11 first defendant - I mean Dr Jabbi, Mr Hall and Ms Quincy
12 Whitaker - is changed from being a stand-by counsel for
13 the first accused but -- there is a name I omitted here;
14 there is Tim Owen QC. So it is Dr Bu-Bubakei Jabbi, John
10:34:10 15 Wesley Hall, Tim Owen and Quincy Whitaker. They were
16 designated as stand-by counsel when the right to a
17 qualified self-representation was granted to the first
18 accused.
19 Given the developments, the Chamber has decided,
10:35:04 20 after a deliberation, to alter the status of these four
21 counsel and has decided to appoint them -- to designate
22 them as Court-appointed counsel - Court-appointed
23 counsel. They are no longer stand-by counsel; they are
24 Court-appointed counsel, who, of course, are answerable
10:35:26 25 to the Court in the conduct of these proceedings, whilst,
26 of course, for now, the issue of the self-representation
27 of the first accused remain in abeyance and to be
28 determined by this Court depending on the developments as

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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we see them unfold.

Counsel for the second accused as well - that is,

Mr Pestman, Mr Bockarie and -- I think you have three on
the team -- and Mr Koppe - are also, from today,
appointed as Court-appointed counsel. In fact, that
would be their designation for now in order to enable the
Court to take charge of the proceedings, but they can
still, you know - I say, you know, they can still take --
have their briefing with their client, the second accused
just like the Court appointed counsel for the first
accused can also take -- be briefed, you know, by the
first accused. We note, of course, in Exhibit 13 that
the first accused says that they have no right to
represent him, and we say that, as Court-appointed
counsel, they have a right to represent him whether he
likes it or not.

We have no comments to make on the representation of
the third accused, Mr Allieu Kondewa who was present in
Court yesterday, and who was -- who indicated that he was
i1l, expressed his absolute confidence in his team, and
said that even in times of illness he could still ask his
team to go on. This has been confirmed this morning by
learned counsel, Mr Margai. We only hope, Mr Margai,
that the illness will be of a certain duration, and that
he will resume his presence in Court; otherwise, it would
become disquieting -- it would become disturbing for the
Court to be proceeding, you know, in the absence of an

accused person. Because, if that is his intention, we

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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1 would like him to come forward and state very clearly

2 that, as a solidarity move of whatever reason, he too is

3 not attending.

4 In that event, the Chamber will have to take the
10:38:18 5 normal legal steps that are necessary to be taken in

o those circumstances. And, in any event, there is a

7 medical team that is in charge of the detention, and they

8 will keep the Chamber, you know, through the Chief of

9 Detention, informed on the health situation and status,
10:38:42 10 you know, of the accused persons. So this is --

11 MR BOCKARIE: Yes, Your Honour. Your Honour I do appreciate

12 what you've just said. You see, Your Honour, after
13 conferring with my client this morning, there is
14 certainly a change, and we are not seeking an alteration
10:39:14 15 of the status so far as his representation is concerned
16 and, My Honour, one can understand when one finds himself
17 in a situation like our client, but after meeting him
18 this morning, he has realised and he is quite prepared to
19 let the trial go on unhindered.
10:39:36 20 So, My Lord, it's just the designation; we are not
21 seeking an alteration of our respective status for now.
22 I mean, all what we want, if the doctor can only confirm
23 that he is fit to attend trial, he is willing to come
24 now. It's just a confirmation from the doctor, Your
10:39:52 25 Honour, because as I told you earlier on, I met him and
26 he really looked sick, sir. And, Your Honour, further --
27 sorry, sorry, sir -- and, Your Honour, further, when I
28 met him he said, "Look" - I mean, this one can be

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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confirmed by himself - he said, "I've got confidence in
my legal team, and I would like them to continue

representation on my behalf."

PRESIDING JUDGE: Learned counsel, Mr Bockarie, the Chamber

has considered your argument and plea on this matter, and
we would only like to observe, you know, that yesterday
your client was absent from Court, and this
notwithstanding the fact that we had evidence, you know,
before us from the Chief of Detention that he was in
solid health. I would like you to distinguish, you know,
his case -- the case of your client and that of the third
accused, who made an effort. He, too, was not looking
fine, but he made an effort, you know, to be here
yesterday to explain his position. In fact, you were
here when he talked to the Chamber. This said, the
Chamber would stand by its decision on your designation,
but the situation may well be reassessed after we must
have received some medical evidence on your client, and
this if the Court is convinced that your client has
really effected a U-turn from what happened yesterday,
and that he is prepared to participate in these
proceedings. It is only then that we might be minded to
revisit our position -- our ruling of this morning, which
is made in order to enable this Tribunal to proceed with
the cases before it.

With this said, our ruling stands, and the
proceedings will continue on your designation as we have

ruled today. The issue could be revisited in due course.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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MR BOCKARIE: As My Lord pleases. Thank you.

MR MARGAI: Sorry, My Lords. Since this is an oral ruling, I
wonder if I could must respectfully request -- you see,
because it's the change of status to one appointed by the
Court --

JUDGE BOUTET: That is only for the first accused. There were
no stand-by yet for the second accused.

MR MARGAI: I appreciate that. What my concern is the
nomenclature; stand-by to counsel appointed by the
Court -- Court-appointed counsel.

JUDGE BOUTET: One major difference is you have stand-by when
you have, in the scenario we used here, the first accused
had made an application for self-representation. That
self-representation was granted subject to being assisted
by Court-appointed counsel. Now, if you have an accused
who does not show up in Court, he cannot then comply with
self-representation because he is not in Court and,
therefore, Court-appointed counsel is those scenarios --
situations where an accused refuses to appear in Court,
and the Statute says, "Counsel [inaudible] of Court
appointed becomes counsel appointed by the Court," and
therefore, may make representation. And their duty is to
make every effort to do proper representation of the
accused, even though the accused says, "I don't want them
to represent me."

MR MARGAI: I appreciate that, My Lords, and I take it that
the original order was pursuant to Rule 60 in the case of

the first accused.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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1 JUDGE BOUTET: 60, and his request for self-representation,

2 yes.

3 JUDGE THOMPSON: In other words, the concept of

4 self-representation triggered off the notion of stand-by
10:47:42 5 counsel --

6 MR MARGAI: As My Lords please.

7 JUDGE THOMPSON: -- but the scenario has changed.

8 PRESIDING JUDGE: And, as I mentioned, you know, we may well

9 have to, if necessity arises in due course, revisit the
10:48:04 10 status of the first accused and his qualified right to
11 self-representation that was granted to him by this
12 Court.

13 MR MARGAI: As My Lords please.

14 PRESIDING JUDGE: Right.

10:48:16 15 MR BOCKARIE: Your Honour, I -- may I crave the indulgence of
16 the Court if I can have audience with my client for the
17 next 30 minutes, please.
18 JUDGE THOMPSON: I think I -- much as I sympathise with the
19 position in which learned counsel Bockarie finds himself,
10:49:08 20 but I think I need to remind the Court that the interest
21 of justice also includes pre-eminently the interest of
22 the Prosecution presenting their case, and making sure
23 that they present the case in a manner which is
24 consistent with the interest of the international
10:49:38 25 community. And the doctrine of equality of arms requires
26 that we take that interest into consideration.
27 It would seem to me that a lot of time has been lost
28 having to sort out the question of representation,

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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because certain accused persons - who have been
constantly reminded that they are presumed innocent until
their guilt is proved; that they will enjoy the benefit
of the panoply of rights and guarantees to ensure that
their trial is fair - decide to engage in conduct which,
in my submission, is disrespectful of the rule of law. I
think it's time to move on so that we give the
Prosecution a chance of proving their case. They have
brought the charges against the accused persons, and they
should not be inhibited in presenting the case for the
determination of this Tribunal. And I understand the
position in which learned counsel finds himself, but I
think that our ruling is reasonable in the circumstances.
My learned brother the presiding judge has even indicated
that we may revisit it, even though some of us may take
even a different view, but we accede to his position. So

I think we should really go on with the trial.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Mr Bockarie, to re-echo what my learned

brother has said, I think we should go on with the trial,
because after all, your client has expressed the same
confidence that the third accused expressed on his legal
team and that is that, you know, we could go on with the
trials, you know, without him, because of his i1l health.
So maybe, when we do rise today, you would have all the

time to talk to your client. So may we proceed, please.

MR BOCKARIE: Yes.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Thank you. Can the Prosecution call its

next witness, please.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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MR SAUTER: Your Honours, the Prosecution calls witness
TF2-040. He is a Muslim and will testify in Mende.

PRESIDING JUDGE: TE2?

MR SAUTER: TF2-040.

MR HALL: May it please the Court. Before you call this
witness and in the light of your ruling that we are now
an adjunct for the Court - not a stand-by counsel - I
would like to withdraw so that Mr Bockarie is going to
conduct his cross, and I would like to add something to
this motion now. You could ignore the first one and the
second one [inaudible] as soon as possible that might
facilitate your dealing with that issue.

PRESIDING JUDGE: That what?

MR HALL: I could add something to that motion in the light of
our changed status that might facilitate the Court
dealing with that issue. ©Now I would like to do that as
soon as possible. [Microphones not activated].

JUDGE BOUTET: When you say "Withdraw"; in other words, you
will not be present in Court, but will not withdraw from
the case?

MR HALL: Correct. I will be back as soon as possible. I may
only be gone as little as ten minutes.

JUDGE BOUTET: That's fine.

PRESIDING JUDGE: That's all right; that's okay. Dr Jabbi is
there, he can take care of -- Mr Margai.

MR MARGATI: Yes, Your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE: We were disturbed about your health.

Please, 1if you feel -- if you really feel indisposed, you

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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may feel free, if you so desire, to leave as well. You

could leave immediately and have a rest.

MR MARGAI: I will sit in for a while, and depending on how I

feel, I shall just [inaudible] out.

JUDGE THOMPSON: We want to see you in the best of health.

MR MARGAI: Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE: This should be the 12th witness.

MR SAUTER: Yes, Your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE: The 12, yes.

[Witness entered Court]
WITNESS: TF2-040 sworn

[The witness answered through interpretation]

PRESIDING JUDGE: Yes, Mr Sauter, you can go on, please.

A.

EXAMINED BY MR SAUTER:
Mr Witness, you are here to testify. Please speak
slowly. Everything of what you are saying has to be
translated and has to be recorded, so please give the
translators and the recorders the opportunity to do so
properly.
Okay.
Mr Witness, how old are you?
I am 45 years old.
Are you married?

Yes.

PRESIDING JUDGE: He says he is how old?

THE WITNESS: 45 years old.

JUDGE THOMPSON: He said he is married.

THE INTERPRETER: Yes, he said he is married.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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MR SAUTER:

0. You said you are married?

A. Yes.

Q. Do you have children?

A. Yes.

Q. How many, please?

A. Five children.

Q. Did you attend school?

A. No, I only learnt Arabic; Koran as such.
Q. What languages are you speaking?

A. I speak Mende and Krio, but the Mende is what I am good

at speaking.

Q. And, Mr Witness, what is your profession?

A. I am a policeman.

Q. When did you take up your office as a policeman?

A. xxxxxxxx; that's when I joined the police.

Q. And did you do police work uninterruptedly since XXXXXXXX?
A. No. Since I joined the police I have been working; I've

never left.

Q. I'm sorry, I did not understand your answer. Could you
please repeat it?

A. Yes. I said I am a policeman and I'm still a policeman.

Q. Okay. So far to your personal data, Mr Witness, as you
can see, there are some measures in place to protect you
from being identified by the public, as, for example, the
shield behind you. Did you ask the Prosecution or
whomsoever for those measure?

A. Yes, yes.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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Q. And is it still your --

JUDGE THOMPSON: Counsel, let's get that.

MR SAUTER:

Q. And are you still interested in not being identified by
the public?

A. Yes, very well.

Q. Am I correct saying that this means you want to continue
this protective measures?

PRESIDING JUDGE: No, this man is a policeman, please.
Don't --

JUDGE THOMPSON: Yes, quite. I mean, why do you ask him that?

PRESIDING JUDGE: You know, he is a policeman. Let him tell
us. You know, he says he asked for the protection. He
should tell us why he asked for the protection

JUDGE THOMPSON: And he says also, "I'm very much interested

in not being identified by the public."”

MR SAUTER:
Q. Thank you, Mr Witness. I would like to come now to the
year of 1998. Can you recall where you have been in the

first month of 19982

A. Yes.

0. Where?

THE INTERPRETER: My Lord, can the Prosecutor please speak
into the microphone?

MR SAUTER: I will.

Q. I will repeat my question. Can you recall where you have
been in the first months of the year 19987

A. I was in the police barracks.

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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Q. Police barracks of which town?

A. Kenema.

Q. Did you live with your family in the police barracks of
Kenema?

A. Yes, we were in our house -- my house.

Q. And am I right that at this time you performed police
duties?

A. Yes.

Q. Is there any specific police unit you belong to at this

time - 199872
A. We were on beach patrol.
Q. I did not understand.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Mr Witness, which unit?

A. General duty.
MR SAUTER:
Q. Thank you. Have you been armed as a policeman at this

time; did you carry a weapon?
A. No, I had nothing. We were Jjust on patrol. I had
nothing. General duty policemen do not carry guns.
0. Mr Witness, 1998, what was the situation in Kenema?
Could you describe who was in control over Kenema?
MR BOCKARIE: Objection to that question.
JUDGE THOMPSON: Double-barrel.
PRESIDING JUDGE: Double-barrel. Sustained.

MR SAUTER: Thank you.

0. Mr Witness, who in 1998 was in control of Kenema?
A. The Kamajors.
Q. The whole time of the year 1998?

MOMODOU JALLOW - SCSL - TRIAL CHAMBER I
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No, the juntas were there - the juntas were there, and
the soldiers.

Until what time -- or let me ask first. What do you mean
if you say, "The juntas were there"?

RUF and the soldiers; RUF and the soldiers.

RUF and the soldiers?

Yes.

Until —--

PRESIDING JUDGE: So to him the junta is the RUF and the

soldiers?

THE WITNESS: Yes. They were initially in control of Kenema.

MR SAUTER:

Q.

When you say "initially," what do you mean by
"initially"?

The soldiers and RUF were in Kenema. The soldiers were
in Kenema and the RUF came from the bush and joined them
and they were in the town together.

Have the RUF and soldiers been in control over Kenema all
year 19987

No, sir.

Did they leave?

No, they left and the Kamajors took over.

Can you recall when they left Kenema - the juntas, RUF
and soldiers?

It looks like -- I can't remember the date, but it's
quite a long time now.

If you can't tell us a date, would you be able to tell us

a month?
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MR WILLIAMS: My Lord, I think there should be a finality.
My Lord, the witness has said he cannot remember. I
don't know what my learned friend is now seeking from
him.

PRESIDING JUDGE: Mr Witness, please. We have it on record
that you are a policeman and we want you to be very
precise in your evidence. Of course, if you know, say
you do not know. If you know, give us precise answers.
Please, don't be moving forward and backwards; try to be
very precise. Do you understand?

THE WITNESS: Yes, I understand.

JUDGE THOMPSON: And if you can't remember, say you can't
remember. I got you down as saying that they left
initially --

THE WITNESS: That's what I said, that I can't remember the
date; I have forgotten the date.

JUDGE BOUTET: But we would allow the question as to what
month. The objection is overruled.

MR SAUTER:

Q. Mr Witness, once again --

PRESIDING JUDGE: Because the date is different from the
month.

MR SAUTER: So, Mr Witness, once again, my question -- you
said you cannot remember the date when the soldiers and

RUF left Kenema. Can you remember the month when this

happened?
A. No, I have forgotten that. I gave that statement quite a
long time ago. I have not been reading the statement
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JUDGE THOMPSON: He cannot remember the month; is that what he
is saying?

THE INTERPRETER: That's what he said. He cannot remember the
month.

THE WITNESS: That's what I said, that I have forgotten the
date because I didn't put it on paper. I gave the
statement quite a long time ago.

MR WILLIAMS: Perhaps we can be magnanimous and allow the
Prosecutor to lead on this.

PRESIDING JUDGE: It is not for you to determine whether you
are magnanimous or not; it is for us to determine whether
the question should be taken or not. If you have raised
the objection, you stand by the objection. If you want
to withdraw your objection, withdraw it. Don't say
magnanimity; that's not part of the rules of the game.

JUDGE THOMPSON: I agree with my learned brother; the rules
here are not going to be a basis for negotiation between
both sides.

MR WILLIAMS: As my --

PRESIDING JUDGE: Because you may say you are magnanimous and
we say no, we refuse you magnanimity; we won't allow the
question.

MR WILLIAMS: I thought my learned friend was struggling, My
Lord.

JUDGE THOMPSON: Civil proceedings, yes.

MR SAUTER: But, anyway, I am grateful for the hint I gave you
[inaudible] to raise for the objection.

Q. Mr Witness --
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Yes.
Could it have been in the month of February when soldiers

left Kenema?

PRESIDING JUDGE: This man says he doesn't remember anything.

I would like him to answer questions which he can
remember. I wouldn't want him -- you are leading him
in-chief. So this is -- he is police witness. If he
cannot remember, we take him on record as not

remembering.

JUDGE THOMPSON: I think we can also be a little flexible here

and allow learned counsel for the Prosecution and the

learned counsel for the Defence to jog his memory.

MR SAUTER: My Lord, the witness has stated initially that he

is almost illiterate. So I think he need some guidance

to refresh his memory.

JUDGE THOMPSON: As I say, for me, I think you can jog his

memory. After all, I do not share your view that because

a witness is illiterate they may not remember dates.

PRESIDING JUDGE: I don't accept the fact that he is

illiterate, otherwise he wouldn't be a member of the

Sierra Leonean police force.

MR SAUTER: I said "almost illiterate."

Q.

Okay. So coming to another point, Mr Witness, could you
describe how was the relationship between the juntas and
the population of Kenema?

No, it was not very cordial. When the juntas were in
Kenema, it was not a very good relationship, because they

were doing bad things to people, but they did not kill.
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Could you tell us what you mean by "bad thing" they were
doing to people?

Yes. They were taking people's property by force. They
will take peoples' properties by force and they will take
them away. Yes, I did see that happening.

Did the fact that the junta had control over Kenema
affect you as a policeman in performing your duties?

Yes. We were working. Sometimes we will go to the
station and we will work and we would conduct patrols.
Yes, they did allow us to work.

Did they allow you to work properly?

MR WILLIAMS: Objection, My Lord. I take an objection,

My Lord. This is quite leading, whether they allow the

witness to work properly --

JUDGE BOUTET: Objection maintained.

MR WILLIAMS: As My Lord pleases.

MR SAUTER:

Q.

You said at the time you cannot remember the juntas were
leaving Kenema. Have you been happy when you learnt that
the juntas were leaving Kenema?

Yes, I was happy; I was very happy.

This was you personally. Do you know anything -- what
about the general attitude of the population of Kenema?
Was there a general feeling of happiness when they left
Kenema?

Yes. They were happy because they opened the shops and
looted people's property. So people were very sad and

people were happy when they saw them going away. They
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opened all the shops and took away people's properties as
they were going.

Mr Witness, you said previously, after the junta had left
Kenema the Kamajors came; is that right?

Oh, vyes.

Can you recall the day - not the date - when the Kamajors
came?

Yes. Can I explain?

Yes, please.

January 15th, on Sunday, that's when we saw them in
Kenema in the morning.

You said, "We saw them in the morning." Who is "we"?

We saw Kamajors.