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Straight.com 
Thursday, 15 March 2007 
http://www.straight.com/article-74871/dictator-shattered-diamond-rich-sierra-leone 
 
Dictator shattered diamond-rich Sierra Leone  
 
Feature Articles By Charlie Smith  
  
Former Liberian president Charles Taylor is in a detention centre in The Hague, facing 11 charges 
of war crimes and crimes against humanity. Almost four years after Taylor was forced to flee 
Liberia, the neighbouring West African nation of Sierra Leone still bears the scars of his 
murderous regime. 
 
Burnaby resident Gibril Gbana-bome Koroma, a refugee from Sierra Leone, told the Straight in a 
phone interview that many in his home country see Taylor as the "mastermind" behind a bloody 
civil war that wracked Sierra Leone for a decade until it ended in 2002. Koroma, a journalist who 
moved to Canada as a refugee in 2000, said that Taylor supported the Revolutionary United 
Front, which recruited child soldiers who committed atrocities, including cutting off people's 
hands.  
 
"A lot of journalists were killed," Koroma said. "I decided just to leave." 
 
The prosecution for the United Nations–backed Special Court for Sierra Leone has accused 
Taylor of selling diamonds to finance the RUF. Koroma, now editor of an on-line Sierra Leone 
newspaper called the Patriotic Vanguard , said that the civil war destroyed the country's 
infrastructure and ensured that a generation of youngsters never attended school.  
 
"Most of them are not in school even now, as I'm speaking," Koroma said. "So you can imagine 
the kind of problems the country will face in the future." 
 
Even though the country is rich in diamonds, Sierra Leone's gross national income per capita was 
only US$220 in 2006, according to the World Bank. The UN's 2006 Human Development Index 
ranks it 176 out of 177 countries. In a phone interview with the Straight , UBC professor Michael 
Byers, author of War Law: Understanding International Law and Armed Conflict (Douglas & 
McIntyre, 2005), described Taylor as a "warlord" who seized power in Liberia and then began 
exporting violence to neighbouring countries, particularly Sierra Leone. 
 
Byers said Taylor fled to Nigeria but was eventually returned to Liberia and then turned over to 
the Special Court for Sierra Leone, which will try him in The Hague. "If and when he is 
convicted, he will serve his time not in Sierra Leone or in the Netherlands, but in the United 
Kingdom," Byers said. "Britain stepped up to the plate in offering to imprison him if he was 
convicted." 
 
Philippe Le Billon, a UBC assistant professor of geography, told the Straight in a phone interview 
that he visited Sierra Leone in 2001 and in 2006. "I really have a sense that people have grown 
tired of war," he said. "Several people told me, 'We learned a lesson.'" 
 
Le Billon, who studies wars fought over natural resources, said that several parties in the civil 
war, including the RUF, the army, and a civil-defence group called the Kamajohs, all committed 
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atrocities. Le Billon also suggested that the vast majority of RUF soldiers, possibly as many as 90 
percent, were forcibly conscripted.  
 
He said the RUF didn't want child soldiers to escape, so they took extra efforts to separate them 
from their local communities. To accomplish this, child soldiers were often drugged, branded, 
moved to other parts of the country, or forced to commit atrocities, sometimes against their own 
family members, which would shame them in their villages. 
 
Le Billon pointed out that youths don't have very much power in small villages in Sierra Leone, 
and they often carried grudges against abusive chiefs or abusive neighbours. "There was a lot of 
personally motivated violence," he said. 
 
SFU graduate student Clement Abas Apaak, who hails from Ghana, told the Straight in a phone 
interview that the political situation has improved significantly in recent years in West Africa. He 
noted that both Ghana and Senegal are functioning democracies. Apaak also praised Liberia's new 
president, Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf, who in 2006 became the first woman in Africa elected as a head 
of state. 
 
Apaak, host of an SFU campus-radio show called African Connection, noted there have also been 
improvements in Sierra Leone, and more stability in Ivory Coast. As for Charles Taylor, Apaak 
said he expects the former dictator to face justice for causing so much destruction in the region. 
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United Nations     Nations Unies 
 

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) 
 

 
UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 15 March 2007  

 
[The media summaries and press clips do not necessarily represent the views of UNMIL.] 

 
International Clips on Liberia 

Country, Liberia on Experience Sharing  
By Bhoyy Jalloh  
 
Freetown, Mar 14, 2007 (Concord Times/All Africa Global Media via COMTEX) --The two post-
conflict recovery agencies in Sierra Leone and Liberia have shared experiences on their 
operational and transformation strategies and experiences. A four-man delegation from the 
Liberia Refugee Resettlement and Reintegration Commission (LRRC) was in Freetown 
recently to get insights into the activities of the National Commission for Social Action 
(NACSA).  
 
International Clips on West Africa 
 
BBC Last Updated: Thursday, 15 March 2007, 10:29 GMT  

Ivorian women 'forgotten victims'  
Sexual violence against women in Ivory Coast's conflict has been ignored, says Amnesty 
International in a new report. Hundreds and maybe thousands of women have been raped, 
assaulted or forced into sexual slavery, it says.  

 
Ivory Coast must punish war-time rapists - Amnesty  
By Loucoumane Coulibaly  

ABIDJAN, March 15 (Reuters) - Ivory Coast's government must punish those responsible for 
widespread sexual abuse during the country's civil war as it seeks a peaceful solution to the 
crisis, Amnesty International said on Thursday.  

AP 03/14/2007 23:10:54  

Security Council commends peace agreement in Ivory Coast 
and urges implementation  
SARAH DiLORENZO 

UNITED NATIONS_The U.N. Security Council welcomed the peace accord reached this month 
in Ivory Coast and urged both the government and the rebels to implement its components. 
On March 4, President Laurent Gbagbo and rebel leader Guillaume Soro agreed to form a 
unity government, to begin dismantling a buffer zone between the two sides, and to hold 
elections before the end of the year.  
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AP 03/14/2007 22:10:44  
Actor Donates to Sierra Leone Project  

LOS ANGELES_Isaiah Washington, who traced his ancestral roots to Sierra Leone through 
DNA testing, has donated $25,000 to a computer animation project that aims to detail the 
Atlantic slave trade. The "Grey's Anatomy" star started a nonprofit foundation last year to 
improve the lives of people in the West African nation. "The stories of innumerable Sierra 
Leoneans that were forced into slavery have yet to be extensively told," Washington said in a 
statement. "I believe this project will begin to shed some much-needed light on the region, 
both past and present."  

Local Media – Newspaper 
 
As a result of a national holiday, all newspapers did not publish today.  
 
Local Media – Radio Veritas (News monitored yesterday at 6:45 pm) 
 
Journalists Alarm over Media Censorship 

• The Press Union of Liberia says it is worried over move by the National Security 
Agency to preview all newspaper headlines before they are printed.   

• In an interview, the Union’s President George Barpeen condemned and vowed to 
resist the move as it threatened press freedom and free expression. 

• Mr. Barpeen said that the security agency took the decision at a meeting it had with 
printing houses in the Country.  

• However, the Ministry of Information said that it was unaware of such decision and 
re-echoed that the Government subscribes to the current democratic atmosphere in 
the Country and would do nothing to undermine the media.  

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
Liberian Swindles Guinea Bissau Army 

• The Government of Liberia said that it has arrested and detained a Liberian identified 
as Fredrick Walker for allegedly duping the Army of Guinea Bissau of US$130,500, 
nearly 19 million CFA and 5,500 euros which the it entrusted to him to purchase 
military hardware and accessories.  

• Montserrado County Attorney Samuel Jacobs said Walker was arrested last weekend 
and indicted by the Grand Jury for theft of property. The arrest followed a complaint 
from Captain Mario Siano Fambe of the Guinea Bissau Military who disclosed that 
Walker posed as a US Marine officer during the transaction.  

• Nearly two years ago, Fredrick Walker was arrested in Monrovia for stealing two 
vehicles from a businessman in the Ivory Coast, using false US Marine identity but 
fled the country to evade Justice. 

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
 
 
 
 
Complete versions of the UNMIL International Press Clips, UNMIL Daily Liberian Radio Summary and UNMIL Liberian 
Newspapers Summary are posted each day on the UNMIL Bulletin Board. If you are unable to access the UNMIL Bulletin Board 
or would like further information on the content of the summaries, please contact Mr. Weah Karpeh at karpeh@un.org. 
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The Associated Press 
Thursday, 15 March 2007  
 
Despite delays, Cambodia foreign minister sees Khmer Rouge trial taking place  

NUREMBERG, Germany: Cambodian Foreign Minister Hor Namhong said Thursday he was not 
worried that delays in bringing members of the Khmer Rouge regime to justice for their murderous rule in 
the late 1970s will prevent their trial by special tribunal from taking place. 

He said Cambodian and international judges "are discussing internal rules" and that difficulties in staging 
their trial were common. 

"Some people in some countries are concerned about the slow process," Hor Namhong told reporters after 
an EU-Southeast Asia meeting. But he added that it took longer to try those charged with genocide in 
Sierra Leone and Rwanda than the preparations of the Khmer Rouge tribunal. 

"International judges and prosecutors are discussing internal rules," Hor Namhong added. 

"In April there will be a plenary session of all the judges and prosecutors in order to finalize the internal 
rules." 

The meeting was held in Nuremberg, the German city where prominent members of the political, military 
and economic leadership of Nazi Germany were tried for their roles in the horrors of World War II. 

Hor Namhong's upbeat comments about trying Khmer Rouge members for atrocities committed in a dark 
period of his country's history's clash with difficulties in actually doing that. 

Cambodian and U.N.-appointed judges wrap up a 10-day meeting Friday aimed at thrashing out 
differences on how to integrate Cambodian and international law. But procedural disputes have all but 
paralyzed their efforts. 

The first trials were expected this year, but the special tribunal, officially known as the Extraordinary 
Chambers in the Court of Cambodia, has been bogged down by infighting that many say could cripple the 
proceedings entirely. 

The tribunal was set up to operate with the Cambodian judicial system, but with protections against 
corruption and political manipulation. 

Squabbling over details about the rules governing the trials has eaten up nearly a third of the tribunal's 
three-year plan. Further delay could mean that former Khmer Rouge leaders will never be brought to trial 
for turning Cambodia into the bloody land of "the Killing Fields." 

The radical policies of the now-defunct Khmer Rouge, who held power in 1975-79, led to the deaths of 
about 1.7 million people from execution, overwork, disease and malnutrition. But not one of the 
communist group's leaders has ever been brought to trial. 

Pol Pot, the movement's leader, died in 1998. Ta Mok, its military chief, was imprisoned pending court 
charges, but died last July. Kaing Khek Iev, who headed the infamous Khmer Rouge S-21 torture center — 
also known as Tuol Sleng, and now a genocide museum — is the only leader now in custody awaiting 
trial. 
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BBC 
Thursday, 15 March 2007 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/6453123.stm 
 
Ivorian women 'forgotten victims'  
Sexual violence against women in Ivory Coast's conflict 
has been ignored, says Amnesty International in a new 
report.  

Hundreds and maybe thousands of women have been 
raped, assaulted or forced into sexual slavery, it says.  

Fighters from all sides have used sexual violence as part 
of a deliberate strategy to instil terror in and to 
humiliate the population, Amnesty says.  

A peace deal signed this month aims to unite the country split in two since rebels 
seized the north in 2002.  

Political weapon  

The UK-based human rights group says the scale and brutality of the sexual and 
physical violence being perpetrated against women in the conflict in Ivory Coast is 
vastly underestimated.  

"Hundreds, if not thousands of women and girls have 
been, and indeed are, still victims of widespread and, 
at times, systematic rape and sexual assault committed 
by a range of fighting forces," Amnesty's Veronique 
Aubert said.  

The report - Cote d'Ivoire: Targeting women, the forgotten victims of conflict - 
includes testimony from women who have been raped, often in front of family and 
friends.  

"The attackers came to our home. They hit my husband and my son - I cried a lot and 
one of them rushed at me and tore my skirt. They raped me in front of my husband 
and children," said Benedicte, who was raped by rebels in Bouake in 2002.  

The report alleges that those responsible include the New Forces rebels, the militias 
who support President Laurent Gbagbo, and members of the security forces who are 
loyal to President Gbagbo.  

These organisations say they are not prepared to comment until they have seen the 
report.  

The bulk of the cases took place, Amnesty says, in the early days of the civil war, 
which broke out in September 2002.  

Justice  

But the report also draws attention to the alleged rape of several women in December 
2000.  

The women were perceived to be supporters of the northern opposition leader 

Many women feel let down by the 
justice system 

 

They raped me in front of 
my husband and children  
 
Benedicte 
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Alasanne Ouattara because they were from the northern Muslim Dioula ethnic group.  

The failure to prosecute anyone for the crime, despite 
an official report into the incidents, created a climate of 
impunity which made it easier for subsequent rapes to 
take place, Amnesty says.  

The report says that rape continues to be used as a 
political weapon.  

Many victims have been let down by the justice system.  

"Many of the women have HIV, and others have been affected mentally and 
psychologically," rape victim Monique Kobri told the BBC, who says she was infected 
with HIV by her rapists.  

"They don't have the money and no-one supports them 
to give them the care they need. I say that we are not 
in a country of justice," she said.  

The BBC's James Copnall in Abidjan says in the rebel-
controlled north there is no longer a court system.  

He says the report suggests the authorities in the south 
have let a climate of impunity flourish.  

Amnesty concludes that justice is vital - but no less important than improved access to 
healthcare for women whose lives have been ruined by sexual violence.  

 

They don't have the money 
and no-one supports them 
to give them the care they 
need  
 
Monique Kobri, rape victim 
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Special Court Supplement 
Transcript of the Press Conference held by Karim Khan, Lead Counsel for Charles Taylor 

Thursday, 15 March 2007 at the Country Lodge 
 

 
 
JOHN AMARA: We actually do not intend to keep you here to long because we understand your 
busy schedules. We are actually going to receive brief remarks from the lead counsel in the 
Charles Taylor Defence team, Mr. Karim Khan, and afterwards you will be allowed to ask a 
couple of questions which he will respond to [if] possible. And at the end of the questions we 
have some motions, public motions [indistinct] issues before the Court that we will distribute to 
members of the press.  
 
But before I hand the mike over to Mr. Khan for his brief statement, I maybe will have to say one 
or two things about Mr. Khan. Mr. Khan has practiced before the International Criminal Tribunal 
for Yugoslavia, the ICTY, and the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda, and the East 
Timor International Tribunal. He’s been a former senior Crown Prosecutor in United Kingdom, 
and Mr. Khan has for several years been a barrister in private practice at the specialist criminal 
law at the Chambers of David Waters, Queen’s Counsel. Mr. Khan has co-authored numerous 
articles and publications on international law, including the leading treatise on international 
criminal law, [indistinct] international criminal law. He is here with members of his team – Mr. 
Prince Taylor sitting by me, he’s a Sierra Leonean national and he’s the local investigator 
working for the Taylor Defence team. He’s very familiar of course with Sierra Leone, and 
between 2004... 
 
KARIM KHAN: (Interrupting) I can introduce the members of my team. 
 
AMARA: Okay, okay. Well on that note thank you very much. I’ll hand over now to Mr. Khan 
for his remarks and introduction for the rest of the team. 
 
KHAN: Yes, well, thank you very much indeed for taking the trouble to attend this conference. 
I’m very grateful indeed to my friend John Amara who you should know is from the Court, he’s 
from the Court Outreach programme, and it’s part of that endeavour by the Court to make the 
proceedings regularly understandable that we accepted the invitation and the proposal that we 
have a press conference today. It is going to be quite short. 
 
I should say at the outset that you should be braced for disappointment, because under the Code 
of Conduct of the Special Court, and also English Bar Counsel Rules, I am prohibited from 
speaking about matters that are sub judice, matters that are pending, and also I am prohibited from 
speaking about the evidence or the facts of the case, and even otherwise that would be 
inappropriate.  
 
This is our first press conference in Sierra Leone. We have held one other conference which was 
in Liberia a few weeks ago with members of my Liberian team. But we are not fighting this case 
in the press. This case will be fought in the crucible of a judicial environment, namely the Special 
Court for Sierra Leone. That said, it is appropriate to explain what we’re doing, and we do have 
the utmost respect for the free press wherever it is, and we thought it necessary to explain our 
presence here in Sierra Leone and take the opportunity of introducing the members of my team.   
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Now on my left is Miss Caroline Buisman, who is a Dutch national. I’ve had the privilege of 
working with her in the ICTY in a case there, and she’s also immensely experienced from the 
Rwandan tribunal. She’s the conduit between my Sierra Leonean team and myself and the trial 
team, and so she’s going to become quite well known, I think, to many people here in Sierra 
Leone – as will my good friend on my right, Mr. Prince Taylor. Prince is a Sierra Leonean 
national. He has the huge advantage of being already experienced in the Special Court for Sierra 
Leone, having been the lead investigator for Mr. Fofana, who is one of the accused awaiting 
judgment in the CDF case. So I’m honoured and delighted to welcome both of them officially to 
the Taylor Defence team, and I thought it prudent and necessary to announce their presence, as 
they are operating in Sierra Leone.  
 
There are two matters, I think, that are of relevance today. The first arises out of the proceedings 
against my client . That is well known. Charles Taylor is awaiting a trial in The Hague. He has 
been denied the right to be heard on the issue of venue. This goes way back to before June of last 
year, when he was transferred from Freetown to The Hague.  
 
We had originally asked the Trial Chamber to review a request by the then-President, learned 
Justice Fernando, who was then President I should say, who had asked the case go to The Hague 
and we were denied relief saying that the motion was premature. We were told that when a 
decision was issued, it seemed from the language of the decision we would have a right to review. 
In fact at this hotel I was told at about eleven p.m. on the 20th of June, the day before the transfer, 
that my client was going to be taken to The Hague I think at six or seven o’clock on the 21st by 
the outgoing Registrar, Mr. Lovemore Munlo.  
 
And so we were denied, in fact, any opportunity to review a substantive decision of transfer, 
because we were told that informally and on the basis that we keep it confidential. The client is 
taken to The Hague, and therefore the [act] we were complaining against was committed without 
our voice being heard at all. And so what we did, we waited of course a significant amount of 
time. And when the Prosecution very recently filed a motion which would have allowed them 
almost carte blanche to have videos (sic.) appear by video link, so witnesses would appear in 
Freetown, and the trial would be by remote control – we would be in The Hague – we opposed it.  
 
I can’t comment [indistinct] on that matter; there are public filings if you are interested. The Trial 
Chamber will make an appropriate order in due course. But we saw the way things were going 
and we asked the President to reconsider the decision to transfer the case to The Hague. If there 
were so many logistical difficulties of witnesses, if it is going to compel an unfair trial because of 
the need for video links so that the right of confrontation was effectively lost, we said ‘well let’s 
bring the case back here’. That was consistent with many in the Civil Society organisations here 
in Sierra Leone.  
 
There appears to be a clamour for justice in Sierra Leone, a hunger for accountability – not for 
vengeance, not just for scapegoat justice, but a real, detailed and vigorous analysis of where 
criminal responsibility really lays (sic.) in relation to the awful acts that befell this country during 
the temporal scope of the Court’s jurisdiction.  
 
It was in that vein that we asked the President to reconsider. Amicus briefs were put forward by 
Civil Society groups asking to be heard. And it’s with significant regret that the President has 
dismissed our motion for reconsideration on the basis that he has no power to review an 
administrative decision under the Court’s rules. Strange as well, the Defence say, that for a 
Prosecution that has been very keen, a Prosecutor who has been very keen to assert his 
championing the rights of the voice of Sierra Leone, that the Prosecutor made no submissions on 
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the issue of venue. They...there was a deafening silence in fact from the Prosecution as to where 
the trial should take place, officially – I don’t know if informal communications took place 
behind closed doors prior to Judge Fernando requesting the ICC to handle the case, but officially 
in relation to our substantive filing, the Prosecution have not stated what their view is. Of course, 
that is a matter entirely for them. But that matter has been decided; there’s no further avenue the 
Defence have got to bring the case here to Freetown.  
 
The other issue that I think may interest you is that we have been forced to suspend legal visits 
with Mr. Charles Taylor. In November of last year, video surveillance was imposed on all our 
legal visits. That is unheard of – unheard of in most civilised systems. Unheard of definitely in the 
ICTY, in the ICTR. It’s a provision that was forbidden by the Judge of the ICC, and  our 
argument has been repeatedly that in the whole international legal firmament the only intrusion on 
what has erstwhile been considered the sanctity of legal visits has been made in relation to the 
person of Charles Ghankay Taylor. So we have gone to the Trial Chamber, we have gone to the 
President, we have gone to the Registry, we have done whatever we can do. Finally we had a 
decision of the learned President, who had instructed the Registrar to inform and direct the 
Registrar of the ICC to stop and desist the video surveillance that was taking place.  
 
It is a cause of lament that it seems that the Special Court for Sierra Leone is not sovereign in 
relation to its own accused. Because that direction from the Registrar of the Special Court for 
Sierra Leone, fortified by the order of the President of the Special Court, has been completely and 
utterly disregarded by the International Criminal Court at The Hague. And this is a matter for the 
free press. This is a matter for all those in Civic (sic.) Society groups, associations, and all those 
that cherish the rule of law to decide that, in relation to the accused, who is sovereign. Is it the 
Court that is trying him, or is it a foreign legal institution? It is a very basic question, but it is a 
question to which we still do not have a satisfactory answer.  
 
Our position is that we bow our heads to the Judges of the Special Court for Sierra Leone, not 
only because they are our Judges, but because being officers of the Court we do believe in the 
rule of law. And in any judicial environment, the Judges have to be supreme. And yet the sad fact 
is, however unpalatable it is to say so, it seems that the Special Court is going with a begging 
bowl to a foreign international legal institution – not as an equal, not as an equal but separate 
judicial institution, but de facto it seems that the International Criminal Court is viewed as 
supreme. And it is unsatisfactory and it is untenable. Because we have exhausted all possible 
remedies, because there has been a flagrant defiance of the writ of the Special Court of Sierra 
Leone in the cell blocks in far-away The Hague, we have had no further option but to suspend our 
legal conferences.  
 
The reason I say it’s a matter that should vex all those who believe in justice is that we have 
attempted to put forward a serious Defence. We are trying against great odds, a great lack of 
administrative support, a lack of office space, the whole plethora of disadvantages that we operate 
under, that are alien to the Prosecution but are specific to us. We are in The Hague, we’ve no 
office, we’ve no telephone. Of course the Prosecution are here with all the resources at their 
disposal.  
 
But if this system of justice is to be meaningful, it has to be fair. And I think some very basic 
questions have to be asked by all those that believe in the supremacy of law and transparent 
justice. I think thus far too little has been done. One wonders what further avenues are available 
to the Defence, because Mr. Taylor has not, if one is fair about it, he has not grandstanded since 
he was incarcerated. We have not made political speeches. He has not gone on hunger strike like 
Seselj in the ICTY. He has not flagrantly disregarded the Court’s, refused to call the Judges ‘Your 
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Honours’ like Mr. Milosevic. And despite a very constructive manner in which he’s engaging the 
judicial process, his voice has been unheard and his rights are being trampled upon.  
 
So I think it does behove all those in the free press to ask questions – to question the performance 
of the Defence, of course to ask questions of us, criticise our performance, ask questions of the 
Prosecution, critique the decisions of the Court and the direction in which it’s going. And the 
questions have to be asked because at the end of the day this process is primarily about an 
accountability of an individual and whether or not a case is proved against him. But it is also 
supposed to leave a legacy to the people of Sierra Leone, and in that endeavour you the press 
have a critical and unending role. Those are the brief comments I wish to address to you today. I 
don’t know if there are any questions. If there are I will do my best to answer them. 
 
Now please, if you could as a rule of thumb, if you could please announce your name and your 
newspaper and then ask your question. 
 
UMARU FOFANA: Yes, my name is Umaru Fofana, I work for the BBC World Service. Just a 
few clarifications. In the first place, do you hold brief against the ICC or against the SCSL 
because I see you [phrase indistinct] 
 
KHAN: The only person that has legal responsibility, the only legal that has legal responsibility 
over Charles Ghankay Taylor is the Special Court for Sierra Leone. And it’s the job of the Special 
Court for Sierra Leone to assert its primacy over its accused. It’s as simple as that. And, you 
know, we can run round the houses between blaming the ICC and the ICC blaming the Special 
Court. It’s of no legal consequence. The indictment is an indictment of the Special Court for 
Sierra Leone. It is the Special Court’s responsibility, and it is not for the Special Court to sit back 
and expect the Defence to sort out its own problems. And that’s what in fact we have been left to 
do. We have been left with a problem, and there’s been no real, meaningful attempt by the 
Registry of the Special Court to fulfil its own responsibilities in relation to the welfare of the 
accused, the organisational support, or the relationship between the ICC and the Special Court. 
The end of the day the client’s rights are not being properly respected. 
 
FOFANA: What is the video surveillance? Do you mean CCTV, which is [standard practice]? 
 
KHAN:  There is a video, it is not standard practice at all... 
 
FOFANA: CCTV. 
 
KHAN:  In the room where legally-privileged  meetings take place, a video camera that has a 
capacity of recording available, is inimicable (sic.) to justice. You know, this case is not 
[indistinct]. An accused cannot be blamed for being suspicious, is somebody reading his lips? Are 
people looking at the documents and the photographs we are showing him? These are legally-
privileged meetings. The sanctity of legal professional meetings is one of the pillars upon which 
any system of justice operates. You do not have video surveillance with a capacity to record in 
any international court. It was stopped in the case of the ICC. How, on what basis can we justify 
to impose it only in relation to the one person of Charles Ghankay Taylor? It’s without any legal 
basis and it’s completely and utterly untenable. And one would have hoped for a more robust 
response from those that hold justice dear. Yes please. 
 
CLARENCE ROY-MACAULAY: Associated Press. It seems strange for you to suspend your 
legal visits [as heard]. 
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KHAN: We gave notice to the Court – I think it was in November – that the video surveillance 
was having a chilling effect. It was having a stultifying effect on our conferences, and the client 
felt constrained in what he could meaningfully tell us in confidence. So they were given notice 
straightaway. We finally suspended legal visits about twelve days ago [voice, unheard] so on the 
twelfth? On the twelfth. We gave the Court notice. I mean we’re not obstructionist. We don’t 
want to delay proceedings unnecessarily. We’re trying to put forward on the instructions of the 
client a proper defence. So we don’t just have a knee-jerk reaction and throw a  [indistinct] out of 
the pram and say we’re going to stop legal conferences. We didn’t do that. We tried to put 
forward a reasonable defence. We told the Court this is unacceptable, it’s having a chilling effect, 
it’s delaying us in taking proper instructions from our clients. The responsibility of the Court, it’s 
not our responsibility. They have a duty to ensure our rights are respected, and are conducted in 
conformity with international standards. They have been remiss unfortunately in safeguarding that 
right, and only until we’ve been to Trial Chamber, the President, the Registry, have exhausted all 
remedies, the President’s order has been completely disregarded by the ICC have we finally said 
well there’s nothing more we can possibly do. What more can we do? Because we have shouted 
from the pulpits of the Court that our rights have been impeded and there has not been a reaction 
at all. And only at that stage have we said ‘fine, we are suspending our legal visits’. Because it’s 
the responsibility of the Court if they want a meaningful trial. If they want to, if the Court, the 
Registry, does not want to fight for the supremacy of its own judicial organ, it makes it extremely 
difficult for the Defence – we’re not an organ of the Court – to fight for the rights for them. 
 
ROY-MACAULAY: In other words, what you’re trying to say [question indistinct]. 
 
KHAN: Every Court order has to be respected. We have had almost every decision, so far, has 
been against the Defence. We’ve respected it because it’s an order of the Trial Chamber, it’s an 
order of the President, it’s an order of the Registry. So we have to stomach it. It starts from the 
premise that a judicial order means something. So when the President of the Special Court, for 
whom we have the greatest of respect, tells the Registrar to implement his decision, which is that 
the video surveillance should stop. And if the ICC refuses to implement a decision in relation to 
our client, we have no other avenue of redress – there’s an impasse. An impasse is a matter that 
the President will decide in due course, is a function of what the Defence have said is a flawed 
Memorandum of Understanding between the International Criminal Court and the Special Court 
of Sierra Leone. And we have said in public filings that Mr. Taylor has fallen in a crevice of 
responsibility between these two international judicial organs. The difference in the two is, it is 
the Special Court for Sierra Leone that has the legal responsibility for Mr. Taylor, and it’s the 
Special Court for Sierra Leone that must ensure its orders are implemented. That they have failed 
to do, and that is why the Defence had no option other than, after giving them more than three 
months to sort their house out, to suspend legal visits. I think, and I hope you’ll agree, that’s a 
very reasonable and a very proportional response on the side of the Defence.  
 
FOFANA: Could you clarify that  point? Is it that the President of the Special Court has 
instructed for these things to be carried out but the ICC has refused to carry out the President’s 
orders? 
 
KHAN:  There was silence for months from the Special Court. In the end, after Christmas and the 
New Year, the Registrar filed a submission to the President accepting that the camera surveillance 
should be discontinued. Despite that, it was not discontinued. So we filed a motion to the 
President, asking the President to intervene. The President decided that he did not need to 
intervene, noting the Registrar had principal responsibility for administrative functions, and he 
simply directed the Registrar to deal with the matter without delay and to notify the ICC of his 
decision, of the Registrar’s decision, that the camera be turned off. The ICC did not implement 
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that decision. Rather, we have it in writing – we have it in writing from the Deputy Head of the 
International Criminal Court Detention Unit – that he has been instructed by the Registrar of the 
International Criminal Court not to implement the Special Court Registrar’s decision. So it’s an 
impasse which has to be sorted out between those two international judicial bodies, namely the 
Special Court and the ICC. There’s nothing more we can do.  
 
KELVIN LEWIS: I report for Awoko newspaper. And you’re saying that until this impasse is 
solved, you will continue to suspend your legal visits. 
 
KHAN: Until the judicial order of the Court is implemented, I don’t see what other option we 
have got. We have had three months where we have tried to work within the constraints of 
ineffective and unsatisfactory legal visits. We have spoken and talked about areas we could talk 
about with this intrusive surveillance. The point has come now where we need to operate and 
speak to our client in very candid terms. And that is not possible whilst video surveillance is 
having such a chilling effect and impinging upon lawyer-client privileged meetings. I hope that’s 
clear. 
 
FOFANA: Are you not throwing away the baby with the bath water stopping the legal visits? You 
cannot [indistinct] effectively [indistinct]. 
 
KHAN: Well that’s a decision that we have to take. It’s not satisfactory. We have continued for 
three months working under intolerable conditions since the video surveillance was imposed. We 
have gone to the Trial Chamber, to the President, to the Registry. There is simply no other legal 
option we have. And as I’ve said before, it’s for the Court to take note of the seriousness of this 
matter. It is for the Court to decide whether or not it is risking having a fair trial for one of its 
accused because of some diplomatic wranglings between Registries of two different bodies. 
These are matters beyond our pay grade. These are matters that are beyond our purview. We don’t 
have locus standi before the ICC. The only locus standi we have is before the Special Court, and 
we have put forward as ably and as efficiently as we are able, and as cogently as I can muster, the 
arguments that would allow reasonable a decision-makers, a reasonable Registrar, to conclude 
that the Defence have been forced to operate in an invidious environment. And now it’s for the 
Court, the Registry, to implement its own decisions and sort this mess out. There is nothing more 
we can do. And the price of this will be seen in due course, because, the price of this will be seen 
in due course because this is a serious endeavour, this is a judicial process, and the abilities of 
lawyers to communicate with their clients is a foundational right upon which a fair trial is built. 
And it’s been eroded, and it’s been allowed to erode for far too long. 
 
LEWIS: Within the next few months, if Taylor should be [indistinct] Court, if this thing is not 
solved [indistinct]. 
 
KHAN: Well, we’ll cross that bridge when we come to it. I mean, I said, we have not taken knee-
jerk reactions. We have tried to put forward as officers of the Court, with respect to the judicial 
authority of the Trial Chamber and President, proper and  appropriate legal responses to the issues 
we face. But I hope – and it’s my hope – that we’ll continue to do that, to behave in a 
proportionate manner, but with the fundamental duty to robustly defend our client.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED VOICE: We’ll take maybe one or two more questions, either about change of 
venue or the camera. 
 
UNIDENTIFIED REPORTER: [Question indistinct] 
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KHAN: Well it’s not for the ICC to ensure Mr. Taylor’s trial, because the ICC has no [pause] has 
no, or has very limited legal responsibility for Mr. Taylor. The entire legal responsibility falls on 
the Judges and the Registry of the Special Court for Sierra Leone. And it’s the Special Court’s 
responsibility first and last. And that’s one of the reasons why we’d asked, if the Special Court’s 
unable to sort out these turf wars between the Special Court and the ICC, bring justice back home. 
Bring it back to Freetown. And let’s have a fair trial here in the Court built at great cost, allowing 
access to the people, and let you decide the merits of this case. But it should be done in an 
environment which is mature, tried and tested and works. The ICC regime for Mr. Taylor patently 
does not work.  
 
ROY-MACAULAY: Yes, what’s the condition... 
 
KHAN:  This is the last question, yes, thank you. 
 
ROY-MACAULAY: What’s the condition of Charles Taylor’s detention [at The Hague]; 
[indistinct] last time he complained about his food. 
 
KHAN: My complaints are a matter of public record, you can look at the public filings on the 
issue of conditions of detention. They remain the same. My complaints remain the same. These 
are matters that the President is considering at the moment, so I can’t speak on the actual 
specifics. But I would refer you to the public filings on conditions of detention and on the 
Memorandum of Understanding which you can refer to. But they are matters that the President is 
currently considering, and it’s inappropriate for me to speak further on those matters. 
 
ROY-MACAULAY: How is his health? 
 
KHAN: All of that, I have nothing  further to report. That’s fine. Okay, thank you very much. 
 


