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Note: The name of the purported witness has been blacked out in compliance with an order of the Court, 
which directs that the identities of all Prosecution witnesses in the Taylor trial not be disclosed. 
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BBC Focus on Africa 
Friday, 27 April 2007 
 
Freedom on Independence Day 
 
Celebrations marking Sierra Leone’s 46th independence anniversary were this morning climaxed by a 
presidential pardon for some prisoners. In what still remains unclear to many, is that one of the freed 
prisoners was handed over to the UN-backed Special Court for Sierra Leone. From Freetown Umaru 
Fofana reports. 
 
The forty two, including at least two women, were freed from prisons across the country. They were 
mostly common criminals convicted for stealing, larceny and what a prison officer referred to as “other 
petty crimes”. However, Attorney General and Minister of Justice,  Frederick Carew, confirmed that one 
of the men had been handed over to the Special Court to serve as witness in the trial of the former 
Liberian president Charles Taylor. The Court would not comment on the matter, saying only that the 
identity of their witnesses is protected. It is not known how connected he was to Mr Taylor whoso case 
open at The Hague in June accused of war crimes and crimes against humanity in Sierra Leone.  
 
Earlier in the day, in what is his last independence day message to the nation, President Ahmad Tejan 
Kabbah said that his tenure had returned peace to the country. He said the infamy that marred the 
country’s image because of the war was now a thing of the past. For this he paid tribute to those who died 
in defence of the country. The president lauded what he called the “unity and steadfastness of Sierra 
Leoneans even in the face of adversity”. In what many here have taken with a pinch of salt, the president 
said the country was moving towards eliminating corruption and ensuring a transparent and accountable 
society. “I am encouraged by the new and increasing sense of nationalism and patriotism among Sierra 
Leoneans in the diaspora, or people of Sierra Leonean heritage who are abroad,” he said 
 
While praising the country’s electoral commission, the president pleaded with politicians and the 
electorate ahead of July’s presidential and legislative elections, to comport themselves.  
 
-SNIP- 
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Star Radio (Liberia), via BBC Monitoring 
Sunday, 29 April 2007 
Somewhat garbled excerpt from 55-minute call-in programme on 25 April 
 
UN-backed Special Court denies in Liberia to select witnesses  
 
Excerpt from report by independent Liberian Star Radio on 29 April 
 
[Presenter] The delegation from the UN-backed Special Court in Sierra Leone, which has been on an outreach 
mission in Liberia, says there are no more indictments for individuals connected to the war in neighbouring Sierra 
Leone.  
 
The Special Court delegation also told a news conference on Wednesday [25 April] that there are about 139 
witnesses, 11 of which are expert witnesses (sic.). The delegation also called on President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf, the 
Legislature, UNMIL [UN Mission in Liberia] and other groups. Moses Wenyou asked the chief of press and public 
affairs at the Special Court, Peter Andersen, what was his response to speculation that the delegation was in Liberia 
to select its witnesses. 
 
[Andersen] That is not the reason why we came. It is very important for us to be here. In fact the UN Security 
Council urged us to do what we are doing to keep the people of Liberia informed about the trial of Mr Charles 
Taylor and that is why we are here. 
 
[Wenyou] Why is it important to keep the people of Liberia informed about the trial of Mr Taylor? 
 
[Andersen] He is a Liberian and you are Liberians and you are stakeholders in this whole process. You are also 
stakeholders because, very much like Sierra Leone, you have been in conflict. You have seen the erosion of the rule 
of law [Passage omitted; remarks largely indistinct]. We are all part of the Mano River Union here. [Passage 
omitted] I want to see a future that is bright for Sierra Leone and I want to see a future that is bright for Liberia. 
That is why I am here. That is why I am working for the Special Court. 
 
[Wenyou] There were some other speculations that you had three sealed indictments for three other individuals in 
Liberia. How true is this? 
 
[Andersen] There are no sealed indictments and he said forthrightly that no more Liberians are going to be charged 
before the Special Court. 
 
[Wenyou] Just before you came here, a man by the name of Daniel James, alias Jungle James, was kidnapped by 
your court to serve as a witness [passage omitted]. 
 
[Andersen] That is another question that we all answered today and that is we cannot do that. We don't have a 
mechanism to do that. We don't have the legal right to do that and I think the government of Liberia will be very 
distressed to even suspect that we are doing that, not to mention our judges. But in fact, reading the newspapers 
since I came here, I see that the gentleman in question has reappeared and denied that he was kidnapped and that is 
the truth. We do not kidnap witnesses. They would not be good witnesses in any event because if you take a man or 
woman against their will before the court and say now speak the truth, the person is first going to say I was dragged 
here against my will. So we can never do that. [Passage omitted]  
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The Daily Observer (Liberia) 
Monday, 23 April 2007 
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The Inquirer (Liberia) 
Monday, 23 April 2007 
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The Informer (Liberia) 
Monday, 23 April 2007 
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The News (Liberia) 
Monday, 23 April 2007 
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The Express (Liberia) 
Monday, 23 April 2007 
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Public Agenda (Liberia) 
Monday, 23 April 2007 
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Inquirer (Liberia) 
Tuesday, 24 April 2007 
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Inquirer (Liberia) 
Tuesday, 24 April 2007 
Editorial 
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The Daily Observer (Liberia) 
Thursday, 26 April 2007 
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The Democrat (Liberia) 
Thursday, 26 April 2007 
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The Analyst (Liberia) 
Thursday, 26 April 2007 
 
Women Group Slams Senator Massaley 
 
Women against human trafficking, an advocacy group, has strongly condemned Grand Cape Mount 
County Senator Abel Massaley, for deceiving Liberian people that Daniel James, alias Jungle James, who 
allegedly supplied ex-President Charles Taylor with diamond, had been kidnapped by the Sierra Leonean 
Special Court in Freetown, to be taken to the Hague to testify against the former Liberian leader.  
 
Recently, Senator Abel Massaley told the Nation at a news conference that some officials of the UN-
backed Special Court came in the country, kidnapped Jungle James from his Lofa Bridge residence and 
took him to Freetown, with intent to lure him with money so that he could testify falsely against the 
former Liberian leader. 
 
Last Saturday, Jungle James visited the Unity Conference Center (UCC) as guest of the Grand Cape 
Mount County Legislative Caucus and refuted Senator Massaley's allegation that he was kidnapped by the 
court in Freetown. 
 
Mr. James told reporters that Senator Abel Massaley lied to the Liberian people concerning his 
whereabouts and disclosed that he left Liberia a few days ago for Switzerland on a business expedition. 
 
Following disclosure of what appeared to be the truth by Jungle James, WAHT Executive Director, 
Madam Cecelia George, held a news conference Monday at which she requested an apology to the Nation 
from the Cape Mount County Senior Senator, noting that he lied. 
 
Madam George has threatened that her institution would take a class action in a court to compel the 
lawmaker to pay for his lying, should he fail to apologize to the Liberian people.  
 
The women advocacy group maintained that the statement made by the senator was not only lie in 
character, but had the propensity to scare away potential investors, especially at a time that the investment 
climate was gradually improving. 
 
Madam George furthered that Senator Massaley's action is intended to stop the windows of opportunity 
that President Sirleaf and the Unity Party have made over the relatively short period of time, basically to 
create the notion that Liberia was not safe for any country to invest in. 
 
The WHAT boss indicted that Senator Massaley was playing political and hatred game with the Liberian 
people, stressing that since the NPP-led government of which he also served as senator failed, he and 
others were doing everything possible to have the UP-led equally experience failure. 
 
She maintained that the Liberian people should be prepared to resist the devilish statements of Senator 
Massaley and some Liberians that there was no security across the country to protect the citizen and other 
national, and as such there was no need for people to do business in the country. 
 
"We'll form partnership with other civil society organizations in the country to take Senator Massaley to 
court, to prove that Mr. James was actually kidnapped" WAHT boss reiterated. 
 
Despite the admittance of Jungle James that no one ever kidnapped him but had instead traveled to 
Geneva, Senator Massaley is still maintaining his stance on the story. 
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United Nations     Nations Unies 
 

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) 
 

 
UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 27 April 2007  

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

 
International Clips on Liberia 
VOA 26 April 2007 

African Democracy Forum Conference Calls for Political Women 
By Naomi Schwarz, Dakar  

Women attending an Africa-wide conference are expressing dismay at what they call the 
mismanagement of Africa and are urging women to work together to find solutions to problems 
facing the continent.  Naomi Schwarz reports for VOA from Dakar the conference on empowering 
women in politics is wrapping up in Liberia's capital, Monrovia.  

Liberia: Help sought for nation's TB patients 

MONROVIA, 26 April 2007 (IRIN) - The Liberian government's National Leprosy and Tuberculosis 
Control Programme says treatment for more than 4,000 tuberculosis patients is at risk because of a 
lack of funding. Financing under the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria ended in 
February and is not likely to resume until December. 

International Clips on West Africa 
 
BBC Last Updated: Friday, 27 April 2007, 00:07 GMT 01:07 UK  

Laboring for chocolate  
By Orla Ryan, Ivory Coast  

Saturday afternoon in the heart of the Ivorian cocoa belt and farmer Cheba Ouattara is at work on 
his cocoa farm, his four children beside him. Mr Ouattara is one of about two million cocoa farmers 
who work across West Africa, producing the bean used to make one of the world's most delectable 
sweets, chocolate. Mr Ouattara's children all attend school. The eldest, 18-year-old Issouf hopes one 
day to be a scientist.  

Local Media – Newspaper 

Truth Commission Commences Statement Taking in Ghana 
(Public Agenda, The Analyst, Daily Observer and The Informer) 

• The Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC) is expected to begin its outreach program 
and public information campaign in Ghana beginning May, this year. In an interview, the 
person responsible for the Commission’s Diaspora Project, Ms. Massa Washington said that a 
5-man delegation would leave Liberia next week to commence the statement taking.  

 
Lawmakers to Cite GEMAP Officials 
(Heritage) 

• The Plenary of the House of Representative yesterday agreed to set up a committee that 
would invite the Governance Economic Management Assistance Programme officials to public 
hearings. The lawmakers said they want GEMAP officials to appear before the body to account 
for the Programme’s achievements in Liberia.  
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President Sirleaf Dedicates University IT Center 
(The Informer) 

• A University of Liberia release issued in Monrovia yesterday said, President Ellen Johnson-
Sirleaf will today dedicate the newly established Internet café at the University. The release 
said following the inauguration of the Information, Communication and technology center, 
thousands of students are expected to have access to journals and periodicals online. 

 

Local Media – Radio Veritas (News monitored today at 9:45 am) 

President Johnson Sirleaf Congratulates Nigerian President-Elect 
• A release issued by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs quoted President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf as 

saying that the landslide victory of the Peoples Democratic Party (PDP) Presidential candidate 
in Nigeria demonstrated the confidence and trust Nigerians have in Umaru Yar’Adua. The 
President’s comments were contained in a Message of Congratulations sent to the Nigerian-
President elect.  

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
ECOWAS Liaises with World Bank on Liberia’s Development 

• According to a Ministry of Foreign Affairs release, the head of a visiting ECOWAS 
Commission, Mr. Jean Du Diasamba announced that the Commission was working with the 
World Bank to find ways to support Liberia in its reconstruction endeavours. The 
Commission’s Vice President Diasamba said ECOWAS was ready to assist Liberia and any of 
its member States in difficult situation. (Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 

 
House of Senate Fails to Pass GRC Act 

• The House of Senate yesterday failed to acquire the required 20 votes needed to pass an Act 
to establish the Governance Commission, instead 13 Senators voted contrary to the standing 
rules of the House.  

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
Lofa County Malaria Control Supervisor Reports 10 Deaths from Disease 

• At least 10 persons died of malaria in Lofa County according to the County’s Malaria Control 
Programme Supervisor David Wolobah who said that the deaths occurred in March, this year.  

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
Lawmakers Seek Full Insight into Operations of GEMAP 

 (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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United Nations     Nations Unies 
 

United Nations Mission in Liberia (UNMIL) 
 

 
UNMIL Public Information Office Media Summary 26 April 2007  

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

 
International Clips on Liberia 

Sierra Leone tribunal members visit Liberia ahead of Taylor trial  

MONROVIA, April 25, 2007 (AFP) - Members of an international tribunal for Sierra Leone arrived 
Wednesday in Liberia on a fact-finding mission ahead of the trial of former Liberian president Charles 
Taylor, facing war crimes charges in both countries. Stephen Rapp, the prosecutor of the Special 
Court for Sierra Leone (SCSL), sought to reassure Liberians that Taylor would be judged fairly when 
he stands in the dock.  

President Sirleaf and BET Founder Bob Johnson in Breakfast 
Meeting  

Apr 25, 2007 (Liberia Government/All Africa Global Media via COMTEX) --President Ellen Johnson 
Sirleaf has held a breakfast meeting with visiting American billionaire, Robert Johnson and 
delegation, now rounding up a three-day visit to Liberia. The breakfast meeting was held Wednesday 
morning at the President's residence in Sinkor, Monrovia.  

International Clips on West Africa 

Ivory Coast cuts budget following slump in cocoa production  

ABIDJAN, April 25, 2007 (AFP) - Ivory Coast has set its 2007 budget at 2.9 billion euros (3.9 billion 
dollars), down three percent year-on-year, due to a fall in cocoa production in the world's top 
grower, a minister said Wednesday.  

VOA 26 April 2007 

Ghana Ministers Draw Media Criticism over Coup Comments 
By Peter Clottey, Washington, D.C.  

Two ministers in President John Kufuor’s government have come under intense media criticism after 
making a hero out of the leader of the coup d’etat that led to the overthrow of Ghana’s first 
President, Kwame Nkrumah. Many have condemned the coup as setting the precedent for the 
overthrow of subsequent governments. Supporters of the government however, say while the 
statements of the ministers were unfortunate, they were not official government statements.   

Local Media – Newspaper 

Prosecutor Says Taylor’s Indictment Essential for Justice 
(The Monitor, Liberian Express, The Informer, The News, New Democrat, The Analyst, The Inquirer, Daily 
Observer, Heritage and National Chronicle) 
 

• Addressing a news conference in Monrovia Wednesday, the Prosecutor of the Special Court 
for Sierra Leone, Stephen Rapp said the trial of former Liberian President Charles Taylor has 
brought peace to the sub-region.  
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• “The evidence against Taylor shows that no one is more responsible for the suffering caused,” 
Mr. Rapp said.  

• The Prosecutor said the UN-backed Court has identified 139 witnesses to testify against Mr. 
Taylor. The trial is expected to start on 4 June 2007 in The Hague, at the International 
Criminal Court, and the proceedings will take place under the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
Special Court. 

• Responding to rumours that some Liberians, especially associates of Mr. Taylor would be 
indicted by the Court, Mr. Rapp said “We will not go after any other Liberian; we are going 
after top individuals who bear the greatest responsibility for crimes committed in Sierra Leone 
and not their lieutenants.”  

 
UNMIL Boss Says Liberia is no longer a Failed State  
(Liberian Express, The Informer, New Democrat, The Inquirer, Heritage and National Chronicle) 

• The Special Representative of the Secretary-General, Mr. Alan Doss has said Liberia is now 
elevated from a “failed state” to a “fragile democracy.” 

• “UNMIL is here to help the Government to maintain peace and security while Liberia’s owe 
security forces are developed and deployed,” Mr. Doss said.  He made the assertions when he 
welcomed a high-powered Irish delegation in Liberia on Wednesday. Mr. Doss thanked the 
Irish delegation for their continuous support of UNMIL peacekeeping role in Liberia.  

 
Newspaper Wants Government Prioritize Renovation of Executive Mansion 
(The Analyst) 

• In a front page article on Thursday, The Analyst newspaper accused the Government of down 
playing the renovation and reoccupation of the Executive Mansion which was gutted by fire 
last July. The paper said the renovation of the building must be prioritized because it is the 
symbol of governance in Liberia.  

 

Local Media – Radio Veritas (News monitored today at 9:45 am) 

 
Presidency Calls for Fair Trial for Taylor 

• According to an Executive Mansion release, President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf called on the 
visiting senior officials of the Special Court for Sierra Leone to ensure that the trial of former 
President Charles Taylor was free, fair and conducted in a reasonable period, but lauded the 
Court for providing him legal defence. 

 (Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Lawmakers Call for Fair and Speedy Trial of Taylor 

• Acting House Speaker Tokpah Mulbah yesterday admonished the Special Court for Sierra 
Leone to guarantee a fair and speedy trial of former President Taylor. 

• During a meeting with the Court’s officials yesterday, the Lawmakers questioned the Court on 
why it failed to first inform the Liberian National Legislature when they first decided to 
transfer Mr. Taylor to The Hague, adding that it was frustrating that the Court, of late, 
decided to inform the National Legislature about its activities and the upcoming trial of Mr. 
Taylor. 

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
Speaker Tyler Holds Talks with State Department Officials 

• A dispatch from the Embassy of Liberia in the United States said that the newly elected House 
Speaker Alex Tyler has held talks with American Government officials and called for more US 
involvement and support for Liberia’s reconstruction. Speaker Tyler also called on the 
Americans to help to improve the capacity of members of the National Legislature and their 
staff especially in the conduct of their proceedings. 
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 (Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio) 
 
City Zoning Committee to Tear Down Makeshift Structures in Monrovia 

• A Special Presidential and Zoning Committee announced yesterday that it was prepared to 
reinforce its campaign to implement the city zoning code and ordinance throughout the city of 
Monrovia. 

• Monrovia City Mayor Ophelia Hoff-Saytumah who is also a member of the Committee stated 
that the campaign would remove residents living in streets and alleys as well as street 
garages in Monrovia and that the Committee has already issued notices to residents in these 
areas to leave at once. 

(Also reported on ELBS and Star Radio)   
 
Health Ministry Launches Anti-Malaria Campaign 

• The head of the National Malaria Control Program at the Ministry of Health, Dr. Joel Jones 
yesterday launched in Liberia, the decision of the Ministers of Health of African Union States 
to eliminate malaria in Africa by 2010, saying that the Ministry would scale up its preventive 
strategies to eliminate the disease.  

• Speaking at celebrations to mark Africa Malaria Day. Dr. Jones stated that the Ministry would 
carryout a massive education program on behavioural change. He emphasized that the 
Program would teach people how to observe basic hygiene, and destroy breeding grounds for 
mosquitoes.    

(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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BBC 
Friday, 27 April 2007 
 
UN lifts Liberia diamond sale ban  
 
The United Nations Security Council has voted to lift a 2001 
ban on the export of diamonds from Liberia.  

The ban was meant to stop proceeds from the sale of so-called 
"blood diamonds" fuelling wars in West African nations.  

Correspondents say the UN decided Liberia has made enough 
progress, but that it must certify diamonds for sale do not 
originate from conflict zones.  

Two years ago Liberia elected its first democratic leader, Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf, since its civil 
war.  

Employment hopes  

The 15-nation Security Council unanimously passed the resolution, including a provision to 
review the decision after 90 days, council president, British ambassador Emyr Jones Parry, 
said.  

Nearly half of the world's diamonds come from west, central and southern Africa.  

But the lucrative trade fuelled conflicts in countries such as Angola, Congo, Sierra Leone and 
Liberia, as rebel groups fought for control of diamonds and found willing international buyers 
to finance their activities.  

Mrs Johnson-Sirleaf had pressed for the ban to be lifted, arguing that funds were desperately 
needed to improve living standards in Liberia.  

Unemployment is at 85% in the West African nation, and this is a chance to create much 
needed jobs and reinvigorate the country's economy, says the BBC's Laura Trevelyan at the 
UN.  

Liberia must now sign up to the Kimberley Process, the UN says, to ensure it does not revert to 
exporting conflict diamonds.  

The international diamond certification scheme, established in May 2000, tracks the origin of 
diamonds on the international market.  

This is the council's second vote of confidence in Mrs Johnson-Sirleaf's presidency. In June it 
lifted an embargo on Liberian wood.  

Mrs Johnson-Sirleaf, who took office in January 2006, was the first woman to be elected 
president of an African country.  

Liberia must join an international 
diamond-certification scheme 
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Special Court Supplement 
Monrovia Outreach – Press Conference at the UNMIL Media Center 

Wednesday, 25 April 2007 
 

 
 
PETER ANDERSEN: Members of the press, I’m Peter Andersen from the Special Court for Sierra Leone. Ben 
Malor, I’ve just been told, is not yet here, and I would have liked him to have had the first word today. I would like 
to introduce to you the panellists who have come from Freetown to this press conference. The press conference, and 
in fact this mission from the Special Court, is being led by the Acting Registrar, Herman von Hebel. To his left is 
the Prosecutor, Stephen Rapp, and to his right is the Principal Defender, Vincent Nmehielle. I would like to call on 
each of them to  make a very brief opening statement, and then I’d like to turn the floor over, as it should be, to the 
members of the press. When you ask your question, it would help us if you would state your name and the media 
house that you represent. 
 
HERMAN VON HEBEL: Thanks very much for coming over to our press conference this afternoon. I can say that 
this is the first meeting of principals of the Special Court for Sierra Leone that is visiting Liberia since the arrest of 
Charles Taylor and his transfer to Freetown first and later to The Hague. The reason for our visit and for us being 
here lies in Security Council Resolution 1688 which as such provided the legal basis for the transfer of Charles 
Taylor to The Hague, but also provided us with the obligation to make the trial against Charles Taylor as accessible 
as possible to the public in Sierra Leone and in the region, and in particular of course also to Liberia.  
 
The Court representatives have already met this morning with a variety of people from UNMIL, the Legislature, the 
President of Liberia, and we will continue to meet with members of Civil Society, with the press as now, and we’ll 
brief them on the mandate of the Special Court, what we do and what we don’t do, and our activities. Tomorrow 
morning also we will undertake a number of outreach activities of which we hope there will be many to follow, and 
that is in accordance with the practice of outreach activities that we have been developing over the last couple of 
years in Sierra Leone, and has proven to be such an important asset of the functioning of the Special Court.  
 
The trial against Charles Taylor, as you all know, is expected to get started on the fourth of June 2007 in The Hague 
at the premises of the International Criminal Court. However, I would like to stress that although the premises of 
the ICC are going to be used, Mr. Taylor is in the exclusive jurisdiction of the Special Court for Sierra Leone, and 
the proceedings there will also be exclusively in conformity with our own proceedings. It is merely the building that 
is being provided by the ICC in order to make the trial possible in The Hague.  
 
The Special Court for Sierra Leone is based on an agreement between the Government of Sierra Leone and the 
United Nations. It is an international organisation in itself. It is not part of the UN family but certainly closely 
related to it.  
 
The Special Court, as of the beginning, has focused on those persons who bear the greatest responsibility for the 
crimes committed in the territory of Sierra Leone, and I think that is also an important element to stress at the 
moment – that all our activities, also here in Liberia in relation to Charles Taylor, do relate to the alleged criminal 
responsibility of Mr. Taylor to the crimes committed in  Sierra Leone. We do not focus on crimes committed here in 
Liberia. 
 
Under the Statute of the Special Court, trials will take place in accordance with the highest standards of regional 
and universal human rights instruments. We are very keen to stress that, and we will have of course during the trials 
all possibilities for the parties, for them to try to make their case before the Judges. We are very keen to show, and 
that is also our mandate for bringing the accessibility of the proceedings to Sierra Leone and Liberia, to show to 
everyone that our proceedings are up to the highest standards, and that we want to discuss and show the quality of 
our work to the population of Sierra Leone and of Liberia.  
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In order to make the proceedings as accessible as possible to the region, to Sierra Leone and to Liberia, we have 
developed a number of instruments, only a few of them I will to bring to your attention at the moment. In the first 
place, the proceedings of the trial in The Hague will be broadcast to our Court facilities in Freetown, so that the 
people in Sierra Leone, the people in Freetown, can come and see every day the proceedings as they are undergoing 
in The Hague. So that allows for everyone who could make it to come to our courthouse can have an equal access 
as if the proceedings were taking place in our courthouse. 
 
Also, and that is under the auspices of the BBC World Service Trust, we have elaborated a programme with the 
BBC which will allow for journalists, both from Sierra Leone and from Liberia on a rotational basis, to go to The 
Hague and go to the proceedings in the case of Charles Taylor. Those journalists will be based there for up to about 
three months and will then rotate with other colleagues. During their presence, and also when coming back, they 
will be assisted by the BBC in producing documentaries, in making media presentations, and also use that work in 
any outreach activities that may take place in the country. And so we will do that on a rotational basis so that the 
number of journalists, and again from both countries, Sierra Leone and Liberia, will be able to have their own 
coverage of the proceedings.  
 
Also what we will have is that there will be members of Civil Society, and here again from Sierra Leone and 
Liberia, that will be invited to come over to The Hague for about a week and actually see the proceedings 
themselves so that they have a full picture of how the proceedings are going, make their own assessment, share that 
with members of their organisations, and see simply how the proceedings are working, and how fair and effective 
trial is being given to Mr. Taylor. 
 
And lastly, we will organise a number of broadcasts in which summaries of the trial proceedings will be made 
available, knowing of course that radio is a very important instrument in disseminating information, we will 
strongly focus on that. These are my comments; for the moment I would like to hand over to Stephen Rapp, the 
Prosecutor of the Special Court. 
 
STEPHEN RAPP: Thank you very much, Herman. My name is Stephen Rapp. I was appointed Prosecutor of the 
Special Court by Secretary-General Kofi Annan in December and took up my duties in Freetown in January 2007. 
Before that time I had been for almost six years at the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda with 
responsibility for prosecuting those allegedly responsible for the Rwanda genocide of 1994. My prepared remarks 
will be handed out; you’ll have a chance to get a copy of them and hope that will allow you to have some 
information to begin with. Of course, I’m more than willing to answer any question that you have about the work of 
the Office of the Prosecutor or of the Special Court. 
 
 It’s a pleasure and an honour to be with you today to address the Liberian media, and the people of Liberia. Though 
the seat of the Special Court is, of course, Freetown, Sierra Leone, I believe strongly in the importance of our work 
for the region as a whole.  That is why I am so pleased to be here in Monrovia, both to share news of the work of 
the Prosecution, and to hear the thoughts and concerns of Liberians. 
 
When the United Nations and the government of Sierra Leone established the Special Court, they created the 
mandate of the Prosecution – to prosecute those individuals who allegedly bear the greatest responsibility for the 
terrible crimes committed and the suffering caused during the civil war in Sierra Leone. The Prosecution has the 
jurisdiction and the responsibility to bring these individuals to justice, and we carry out our work in the name of the 
people who suffered so terribly at their hands. 
 
Of course, suffering of this kind was not unique to Sierra Leone.  Until most recently, the region itself was 
burdened with many years of terrible and brutal civil wars.  Like their Sierra Leonean neighbours, Liberians 
endured the terrible affliction of war because of the actions of self-serving men seeking power and wealth. 
Thousands of innocent people were killed, hundreds of thousands injured, and millions more displaced. 
 
The decision by the Prosecutor to indict former President Charles Taylor was an obvious and essential one. The 
evidence against Taylor shows that no one is more responsible for the suffering caused. Taylor’s indictment was 
strongly supported by governments and non-governmental organizations alike throughout the world. The charges 
against him allege involvement in some of the most horrible and vicious things human beings can do to one 
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another, including: mass murder, mutilation, rape, sexual slavery, the burning of villages and the use of child 
soldiers. 
 
Let me make it clear that we are prosecuting Charles Taylor for alleged crimes committed in Sierra Leone, not any 
such crimes that may have been committed in Liberia.  Also, we do not anticipate prosecuting other Liberians 
before the Special Court. 
 
The indictment against Taylor describes how he was responsible for these war crimes and crimes against humanity 
in Sierra Leone, even though he himself remained in Liberia. First as a rebel leader, then as President, Taylor 
directed the actions of persons under his authority and collaborated with rebel forces to carry out a common plan in 
Sierra Leone to engage in a campaign of terror against the civilian population.  Taylor allegedly ordered, instigated 
and aided the crimes and knew full well of the death, damage, and destruction inflicted. 
 
The trial of Charles Taylor is both a concrete example and a symbol of a turning point for the region. For many 
years, there was chaos, now there is order. Where once there was volatility and violence, now there is peace. Where 
once powerful men shattered many thousands of lives without fear of prosecution, now impunity no longer reigns. 
The Taylor trial is certainly not the only part of this turning point, but it is indeed a crucial component. 
 
I must also state in strong terms that one of our primary concerns is to see a fair trial carried out at the highest 
standards of international justice.  The Defendant does and must have the full opportunity to test the evidence 
presented against him, with the benefit of proper representation.  As should be expected of an international tribunal 
like the Special Court, the rights of the accused are a foremost consideration.  It is our position that the prosecutor 
wins his case when justice is done. 
 
Another concern is the well-being and safety of our witnesses.  All efforts that are needed to be made have been 
made, are being made, and will be made to protect the security and the identity of all prosecution witnesses.  Our 
efforts are supported by the protective measures for witnesses put in place by the judges of the Special Court. No 
person has been or will be threatened or pressured into assisting or testifying for the prosecution. And let me 
emphasize – no witness should be intimidated by attempts by some to prevent or discourage people from coming 
forward and telling the truth. 
 
Once again, let me say how pleased I am to address the people of Liberia and to be visiting this country. I look 
forward to hearing your questions. 
 
VINCENT NMEHIELLE:  May I use this opportunity also to welcome you to this press conference. I’m Vincent 
Nmehielle, Principal Defender of the Special Court. And of course for some of you this will appear quite strange to 
have the Prosecution and the Defence on the same table in terms of a press conference. Well, under the mechanism 
that the Special Court has, the founders of the Special Court thought it very important to have the office of the 
Principal Defender, unlike what used to be before now right from Nuremberg through the ICTR and ICTY, which 
makes it quite different from the others.  
 
Now, in essence, the Statute of the Special Court in Article 17 of the Statute, makes elaborate provisions for what it 
refers to as minimum guarantees of the rights of the accused. And as part of actualising the minimum guarantees of 
the rights of the accused, the Court established the Office of the Principal Defender under Rule 45 of the Rules of 
Procedure and Evidence of the Special Court, tasking the Principal Defender with the responsibility of insuring the 
rights of the accused in the process of the trial. And that meant that the Office of the Principal Defender represented 
the accused in the initial appearance and advised the accused in terms of the charges against him and also beyond 
that, if the accused person is found to be indigent, to ensure that as one of those minimum guarantees, the right to 
legal assistance is provided to him at no charge to him to enable him to acquire the necessary legal defence, more so 
because he does not have the means to do so by himself. Of course there is a process of determining whether or not 
an accused person is indigent, and as a result to determine whether or not he or she has the means to defend himself. 
In the case of Mr. Charles Taylor, it is our view that for the interests of justice and under the circumstances that we 
have found, he’s entitled to legal defence under the legal aid mechanism that the Court provides.  
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Now of course we must come to a realisation that the essence of any standard international criminal trial is one that 
seeks the truth but one also that must ensure the highest level of respect of fundamental rights of the accused 
because we work under the presumption which is standard in every criminal jurisdiction, particularly where 
Common Law operates as in the case of the Special Court, that an accused person is presumed to be innocent until 
proved guilty. While most of the times of course it may be difficult... [CHANGE OF TAPE]  
 
Of course, the trial is not going to be in the public arena in terms of the opinion of the international civil society, but 
rather an inquiry made by the Court. But whether you like it or not, the opinion of the world means a whole lot as it 
affects the perception of the trial process.  
 
But again, it is the work of the Defence to ensure that the Prosecution does not have an easy task in the process of 
trying to establish the guilt of the accused. The Defence is determined to do everything necessary within the bounds 
of law to defend the rights of the accused. And the Office of the Principal Defender does that by constituting a legal 
team, by appointing a team to defend the accused on a day-to-day basis. And on that basis, I have appointed and 
assigned a team of Defence lawyers to Mr. Taylor under the regulatory instruments of the Special Court.  
 
Again, the Prosecution must work very hard to prove the guilt of the accused. You may well say, “oh well, the 
Prosecution has all the big work to do”. We don’t believe that. We believe that they have the simple job in view of 
the nature of the kind of trial that we’re in. And of course it therefore becomes a heavy burden on the Defence to 
really defend this accused person, and it impacts on a number of issues at a trial.  
 
Of course the equality of arms may mean different things to various tribunals, but for me equality of arms means 
being able to resource the Defence if the Court has determined to have a trial. That trial therefore must be one that 
is resourced even to the benefit of the accused person to be able to muster the kind of defence that he is entitled 
under the regulations. And it is very important for the Defence that this trial be subjected to the highest standards 
ever. And it is left to you, the press and members of the Civil Society, as you watch the proceedings unfold, as you 
watch the process, to determine the fairness in relation to the provisions that we are governed by under the basic 
instruments of the Court. And it’s therefore my joy to be with you and to address specific issues that you may have 
from the perspective of the Defence, noting that of course there is a legal Defence team that has been put in place. I 
function as Principal Defender having oversight of the entire defence process from the point of view of 
administration and the point of view of facilitating and ensuring the provision of logistical resources, and engaging 
with the Registry to ensure that that happens. And of course I come from the rubric of knowing that the process is 
fair.  
 
Now, a number of people have asked me questions to say, “oh, are you trying to say that this man is innocent? Are 
you trying to say that this man did not commit any offence? Are you trying to say that nothing happened”?  It is not 
the role of the Principal Defender to say that something happened or something did not happen. It is the role of the 
Principal Defender to ensure that if you said something happened, and if you said there has to be a trial, if you said 
that the accused person has to go through a process of trial, that trial must be one that respects the fundamental 
rights of the accused, and therefore all things that are necessary to guarantee those rights are put in place. And we 
do engage with the Court. 
 
Of course, it is not an easy task to engage with the Court in terms of the number of issues, in terms of resources, 
particularly in terms of presenting the views of the Defence team, in terms of what may impact the case of the 
accused person. And it becomes quite challenging when you have to deal with, if you like, three stakeholders: the 
Court itself represented by the Registry; the accused person himself, of course who has his own issues; and the 
Defence team as well, which also has its own issues relative to either the Court or the accused person. And you are 
the centre of it, to ensure that things are balanced in such a way so that both the basic interest of the Office of the 
Principal Defender being that the rights of the accused and the interests of the accused are respected, at the same 
time ensuring that the process is one that is reasonably conducted from the perspective of what is fair to the entire 
process. So it is my privilege to be with you and to answer whatever questions you may have in this regard.  
 
But finally I would like to say that it is indeed an improvement in the international criminal justice mechanism to 
have created the Office of the Principal Defender. But again the point remains as to after the end of this process to 
evaluate how far the Office of the Principal Defender has added to the entire process, particularly in view of 
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whether or not the Court, in trying to achieve its aim in ensuring the rights of the accused has gone further than any 
other court, and if not, what could be done in the future should we have situations of this kind occur again.  
 
We are hoping that that wouldn’t happen, because we have the ICC now being the only mechanism to have a 
permanent structure. But again, the politics of the ICC, or surrounding the ICC, will make it necessary that we have 
some kind of tribunals also of the future, but this we’ll talk about when things imply the circumstances that I 
envisage. Thank you very much for your attention, and I will welcome your questions. 
 
BEN MALOR: Okay, I’ll be passing this mike to Peter in a second. As we usually do, just step up to the 
microphone. Keep your question short. Peter will direct the questions accordingly. So get to the mike, mention your 
name and your organisation and then ask your question please. 
 
STAR RADIO: I don’t know if my questions are short, but I’d like to do it this way. We learned that you have some 
sealed indictments [unheard] Charles Taylor in Liberia. So maybe you can tell us, who are those individuals and 
how many sealed indictments you have. And I heard about Civil Society going to cover the trial. Who’s going to 
sponsor them when in fact journalists are not going to be sponsored by the Special Court? And the other one to 
that, the Defence counsel is sponsored by the Special Court, so how transparent would they be in the trial of Mr. 
Taylor. And another question is, did you come here to get witnesses as many people think you came to, or what? 
 
ANDERSEN: I’d like to ask you to keep to one question, or maybe at least two related questions, because otherwise 
we’re going to have one person who’s going to ask all the questions and not give anybody else a chance. But from 
the practical point of view, it’s very difficult for us to remember all of the questions when there are four or five of 
them, and we may miss answering the one that’s important to you. 
 
RAPP: Well let me answer the one that relates to the Office of the Prosecutor. There are no sealed indictments. 
There are no other individuals from Liberia that stand indicted. The Court has a limited mandate, we have a 
completion strategy that basically requires us to conclude all of our trials and all of our appeals by the end of 2009. 
So our capacity to pursue further cases at this point is very limited. And indeed, we’ve developed a budget for the 
people that we have in custody that we need to try. So no sealed indictments, no other Liberians to be charged. 
 
VON HEBEL: In relation to the other questions, who from Civil Society and which journalists are going to attend 
the proceedings in The Hague, as far as the journalists are concerned, this is a programme which is run primarily by 
the BBC, and it is the BBC who will identify journalists and it’s their responsibility to make sure there is a 
distribution amongst journalists with different backgrounds, with different papers and different media. As far as 
Civil Society is concerned, we from the Special Court are in consultation with over 30 Civil Society organisations. 
But there again, we leave it to Civil Society organisations amongst themselves to identify the people that may go to 
The Hague in order to watch the proceedings for roughly about a week. It is not the intention from the Special Court 
to identify certain Civil Society groups that may be more or less positive about the Court. Of course what we want 
is a wide variety of all those organisations who may have a view on the proceedings. 
 
And to defend the Principal Defender, I will also answer that question in relation to his role. The Principal Defender 
is indeed a staff member of the Special Court. He as such is not the counsel who represents the accused. The 
counsel representing the accused is Mr. Karim Khan. He has his own Defence team. The Principal Defender is there 
to provide the facilities in order to make sure that the Defence counsel himself, Karim Khan and his team, are able 
to do their job. 
 
NMEHIELLE: Well if I may add to that, I got your specific question to be Defence counsel is sponsored by the 
Special Court: how transparent is the process? If I may address that issue, the Defence counsel is not sponsored by 
the Special Court if you want to put it that way. I know that the whole process is still very new in terms of a legal 
aid mechanism. I can also tell you that being the Principal Defender also has been misconceived by a number of 
individuals who have said, “oh, you are the Principal Defender responsible for coordinating the defence of all the 
accused. How are we sure that you are not being brought over to influence the case against the accused”? Of course, 
it is as a result of people’s naiveté in the process that such questions arise, and maybe because they’ve not seen it in 
the past. [Unheard] coming up with a system within the West African region that we have. 
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The point remains that the Principal Defender, if you like, is an in-house conscience of the Court in ensuring that 
the rights of the accused are respected, and mandated to appoint lawyers to defend the accused. Now, if an accused 
person in the particular case of Mr. Taylor tells the Principal Defender and undertakes within the procedure set out 
in place that he needs legal assistance because he is indigent. Now it falls on the Principal Defender to fall back on 
the regulatory mechanisms in terms of ensuring that the accused person is granted his request by providing a lawyer 
for the accused within the list kept in the Office of the Principal Defender.  
 
Now, once the lawyer has been assigned to the accused person, the lawyer enters into a legal contract with the Court 
to provide legal services which is independent of the Court, which is independent of the Principal Defender except 
in relation to the rights of the accused and the obligations of the lawyer who has signed a contract to provide legal 
defence. Now in such a case, the lawyer is not being sponsored by the Court. The lawyer is under a contract to 
provide legal service for an indigent accused person, and is therefore under the contract required to perform to the 
highest level of the standards required, and must meet his ethical obligations under his Rule of Practice and under 
the Code of Conduct for Counsel that appear before the Special Court.  
 
So it is not as simplistic as saying, “oh, the lawyer is being sponsored by the Court and therefore how transparent is 
the whole mechanism that is governed by rules and regulations, and that is governed by the highest standard of 
ethical requirements of the lawyer. And of course the Principal Defender watches over to ensure that those 
principles are met relative to the rights of the accused and relative to the obligations of the lawyer to the Special 
Court. And I hope that satisfies your question. 
 
RAPP: There was a fourth question asked, and I think directed to the Prosecution; the statement that perhaps we 
came on this mission to persuade people to be witnesses. Understand, the Prosecution has listed its witnesses. 
We’ve listed 139 witnesses for the Prosecution who will testify to facts, and eleven who will be expert witnesses. 
Now they are listed at this point under pseudonyms because they are protected witnesses. We’ve also listed backup 
witnesses who could be called if those witnesses were not available. So at this point we’re not adding to our witness 
list. We’re here on an Outreach mission to explain how the Court is operating and what this trial is going to entail.  
 
Keep in mind there is an ongoing issue always of witness protection. Almost all of the witnesses who testify from 
Liberia or from Sierra Leone, whether they’re Prosecution or Defence witnesses, will be protected in the sense that 
they will testify in a manner where their identities will not be known to the public. Why is that? Because they’ve 
told us that they fear that if their identities become known to the public there could be retribution against them or 
their families. It is however necessary for us to, at a particular point, six weeks before witnesses testify under the 
Court’s order, to give notice to the accused in the case of the Prosecution witnesses, what the identity of the witness 
is, and to provide the statement that was earlier provided in an edited form, in a complete form to the Defence. And 
that requires at that point witnesses to be protected. And so we’re always working with everyone that can assist us 
to make sure that witnesses can be protected, both before and during and after their testimony. But that’s done in a 
manner under the Rules of the Court, and by a neutral body, the Witness and Victims Section, that provides the 
services and the protection to both Prosecution and Defence witnesses. 
 
STAR RADIO: A follow-up on this same witnesses issue. It has been alleged that in the past and recently you came 
to Liberia to secretly collect witnesses to testify against Charles Taylor. And how confirmed is that story? And in 
the meantime, if you are investigating Taylor for crimes committed in Sierra Leone, why did you come to Liberia to 
collect witnesses? 
 
RAPP: Well, first of all the crimes committed by Charles Taylor, the actual crime in the sense of the victim being 
hurt, occurred in Sierra Leone, but it’s our allegation that the orders from Charles Taylor came from this country, 
both when he was a rebel leader and when he was president, and that a variety of things happened in this country, to 
train people who were Sierra Leone fighters, to arm them and provide them with arms that came from elsewhere, 
and also to receive diamonds here to buy those arms and to provide benefits to Taylor. That’s part of the allegation 
in the case. So we have to have evidence from people who were in Liberia. Certainly our witnesses include 
Liberians. They include Sierra Leoneans. They include people from other countries in the region. And the crucial 
evidence in this case at the end of the day will not be over whether crimes were committed in Sierra Leone. I think 
we all know the horrendous crimes that were committed there. But the crucial fighting issue will be the connection 
between Taylor and those crimes. And that requires witnesses from this country, and it requires people who were 
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former friends and supporters and insiders of Taylor to come forth, because when you’re talking about the person 
that’s at the very top of an organisation, they’re not the one that’s out there chopping off arms themselves. It’s 
others that are doing it. And so that requires insiders that can, in fact, be very fearful that retribution will be visited 
on them, and who cite to us allegations of Taylor earlier killing people who were former supporters of his because 
he thought they were disloyal. So that’s the challenge that we have.  
 
Now we don’t want anyone to be a witness who is compelled to do so. We’re not getting subpoenas or compulsion 
against anyone. We’re not kidnapping anyone. We’re not putting them into any kind of situation where they’re 
intimidated or forced to testify. Anything that’s done is done in order to maintain their protection, and that can 
involve them being relocated before their testimony and before their identities are disclosed. It may involve them 
being relocated in the future because of the dangers they might have after they testify. The worst thing that can 
happen to a trial, and to a process of justice, is for the witnesses, on whom the Judges rely to make their decision, to 
be in danger or for someone to be injured. And so that’s what’s being done in this regard. 
 
RADIO VERITAS: First to the Registrar. We hard that the Defence lawyers are not satisfied with the June fourth 
date. Can you be definitive and tell us whether the trial will indeed begin on the fourth? And you met President 
Sirleaf a few hours ago maybe. What did she tell you? And the condition of Mr. Taylor has been raised by his 
family members in Liberia – one of them the food, his diet. What is his condition as we speak? Have you changed 
his food to his local food, Liberian food, African food? 
 
VON HEBEL: All right, I can again be very brief and straightforward on that. The date for the start of trial is set by 
the Judges in the first instance. They have set the date. Originally it was for the second of April. Then they 
postponed it on the basis of an application by the Defence which was not objected to by the Prosecution. At the 
moment the date of the fourth of June is the date of the start of the trial. There’s going to be a pre-trial conference 
which is standard procedure which sets out all the organisational matters for the start of the trial which will take 
place on Monday, seventh of May, so on Monday in a week’s time. If there are any requests or any issues as to the 
need for more preparations, this is the moment for any of the parties to raise those, and I think that this is the final 
decision by the Judges, just before or around that day of the seventh of May. If by the seventh of May the Judges 
stick to that date of the fourth of June, it’s going to be the fourth of June. But at the moment we all assume that the 
fourth of June is the day on which the trial against Charles Taylor will get started.  
 
Yes indeed, we did meet with the President of Liberia this morning, and questions about the conditions of detention 
and issues of food, etc. have been discussed. I think that we can be very transparent about that. The detention takes 
place in accordance with the rules that the ICC does apply but which are practically identical to the ones that we 
apply for our accused in Freetown. There have been complaints about the food that he is getting. They have been 
looked into. We have adjusted the food to a certain extent. I think we also have to stress that he [problem with tape] 
buy food from a long list of[problem with tape] that basically can be shopped for him, and I think the shopping list 
is a very extensive one, and he h as all the facilities of [problem with tape] no problem with the conditions of 
detention, including the food situation, etc. And whenever there is an issue that the accused or his Defence counsel 
wants to raise in relation to detention, we’re always willing to listen to that and see whether there’s any need for 
improvement. But so far we have been able to make sure that the detention is up to the maximum standards that we 
feel obliged to implement for Mr. Taylor. 
 
BBC/ASSOCIATED PRESS: Just one question and a follow-up. The family members of Taylor have been asking 
lately for the intervention of the Court because some of them are on UN travel ban. They cannot go out of the 
country. They’ve been seeking the intervention of the Court to enable them to attend the trial in The Hague. Is that 
something that you are considering? The other one which is a follow-up is that you talk about Taylor when he was 
a rebel leader and then president vis-à-vis the war in Sierra Leone. And when he was rebel leader, of course so 
many people were with him, some of whom are even in the current government. If in the process some of these 
people are linked – maybe if Taylor comes out to say that “these people were with me when we were involved in 
Sierra Leone” – are you saying that it’s Taylor and not other Liberians [as heard]. But if Taylor links other 
Liberians directly, even those who are in government now, are you going to invite them to be involved in this 
process? 
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VON HEBEL:  As to issues of family visits, we have elaborated a procedure with the Dutch authorities, and family 
members can simply apply for a visa and visit Mr. Taylor as much as they want. There have been I think about five 
or six requests so far of family members coming from this region. Those visas have been processed and they have 
been able to visit Mr. Taylor. In relation to those family members who may live under a travel ban, that of course is 
an issue that we as Special Court cannot deal with. The travel ban has been organised by the Security Council, has 
been imposed by the Security Council. It’s not for the Special Court to undermine or to change those travel bans. It 
may be for the Security Council to change that, but that is not something that we can do. So that is hopefully in 
response to your question, and I leave it for the Prosecutor to deal with the second  part. 
 
RAPP: As I indicated earlier, it’s not anticipated that we’re going to be prosecuting any other Liberians for the acts 
in Sierra Leone, nor other Sierra Leoneans. It was the mandate of this Court to prosecute those with the greatest 
responsibility. Now in Sierra Leone I often go out to public meetings and people say, “here’s an individual living in 
this district that’s responsible for hundreds of killings. Why aren’t you prosecuting him”? And our response to that 
is our duty, our mandate, is to go after the very top individuals that were responsible for these crimes, not 
necessarily their commanders or lieutenants. And in the case of Mr. Taylor, we made the determination that he 
bears responsibility at that level, and as far as others are concerned we’re not intending to prosecute those by the 
Court. Now what happens to other individuals in those categories is up very much to the people of Liberia. I’m very 
much familiar with your Truth and Reconciliation Commission. I met Jerome Verdier, the chairman, when I was 
here last month, and it’s obviously within that Commission to bring out the truth about what happened in this 
country, and one of the things that could follow from that would be decisions about prosecutions in Liberia. But 
that’s not my decision, that’s not an area of my responsibility. It’s a decision for the people of Liberia. 
 
NMEHIELLE: I think it needs to be clarified that it’s because they’re not they’re not allowed to visit. It’s just that 
the visitation regime as established by the host government creates some practical difficulties for the family, 
particularly if the visit is such that it has to be one visit at a time. Two people cannot visit at the same time, and the 
visa has to be a single-entry visa, not a multiple visa. Those are practical difficulties that the families have 
experienced and have complained to my office, because we are also involved in ensuring the process of visitation in 
terms of clearance, to facilitate the clearance, to engage with the Registry, receive the applications and transmit 
them. Those are genuine concerns, and particularly now that we’re going to have the trial there may be the need for 
much more than one person to visit, the fact that members of Taylor’s family and friends may be required to see the 
trial in The Hague creates some difficulties. And there is therefore a need to engage with the Dutch authorities to 
maybe relax some of the possibly stringent or somewhat stringent requirements in terms of issuing visas, to enable, 
say, multiple visas or enable more than one person to visit at a particular time.  
 
There are other members of Taylor’s family that may not require a visa to visit and therefore those are easily 
allowed to visit. They ask for permission to visit, they apply to the Registrar for a visit, sometimes through our 
office, sometimes directly, but mostly through our office. And that comes very easily and they can visit as soon as 
they are cleared based on the parameters set by the Registry.  
 
But I think where we are trying as much as possible to engage the Dutch authorities who have the responsibility of 
setting their immigration laws the way they want. But in view of the Security Council resolution regarding access to 
this trial and ensuring that Taylor’s family have access to him, it may therefore be necessary that the regime should 
be looked at again to enable a good number of visitors to come and for multiple visas to be issued rather than in the 
restricted manner [that it] takes. I think that is the main concern. It is not that there is no visit whatsoever. 
 
DAILY OBSERVER: My question goes to the Defence counsel. Few months ago, the Defence announced that it was 
not getting the necessary attention in terms of logistics, in terms of  [other things] in order to enhance its work. I 
would like to know at this time as to whether the Defence for Mr. Taylor is adequately prepared now to shoulder 
the legal responsibility it has. 
 
NMEHIELLE: I wouldn’t like you to go yet. [TAPE SKIPS] In terms of logistics, what in particular. Do you have 
any particular reference? 
 
DAILY OBSERVER: If my memory can serve me well, I was privileged to listen to some statement from the Defence 
counsel suggesting some months ago that indeed there was no office space for the Defence team, and that logistics 
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that were necessary to enhance the work of the Defence team were not available, and so the counsel made an 
appeal for offices and other things to be created so as to enhance its capacity. Now I would like to know as the trial 
gradually approaches whether the Defence counsel now is adequately prepared to meet the tedious legal battle 
ahead. 
 
NMEHIELLE: Thank you very much for being very specific. It is always very good to be very specific than 
generalising, because it’s going to help us to address the issue.  
 
Of course it was that for the main fact that the case was transferred from Freetown to The Hague created logistical 
problems. The Defence team had an office in Freetown. And the Court itself had no office in The Hague. So it 
needed some time to establish logistics in relation to the office. Of course as of today the Defence has been 
allocated an office just like every other section of the Court, allocated an office to enable them to prepare the case.  
 
However, notwithstanding that they did not have an office did not mean they were not working and getting ready 
for the case. Of course it did impact on their ability to get ready first of all at the first date that was set for April 
second. One of the reasons why the Court considered the need to move the case forward was because of logistical 
problems because of lack of office space. And of course we had that initial teething problem in regard to office. 
That has been resolved. The Defence team has been allocated an office, and on a daily basis things are getting in 
and ensuring that things happen. The same thing with the Trial Chamber: they had no office prior to this time and 
things are being set. So the Defence team, I do not know as to the totality of the adequacy, but in the process of 
establishing a presence in The Hague, ultimately every section of the Court including the Defence teams will have 
every resource necessary.  
 
The Defence always believes that the resources available to it are not adequate. It always believes that, and it’s an 
arguable belief at the end of the day whether the resources available to the Defence are entirely very adequate. What 
I want to say is I think we should be looking at whether or not the resources are reasonable for the Defence to 
operate. “Adequacy” is a very relative term to a particular situation and to a particular circumstance. It is my role as 
Principal Defender to ensure that adequate resources are provided by the Court. If the Court does provide it, well 
and good. If the Court doesn’t provide it, I do not have the ability to whip the Court for not providing it, but I will 
make sure within my role and duties to ensure that reasonably adequate resources are provided for the Defence, and 
if it is not I will make a case that it is not. And so far we are doing the best we can.  
 
And mind you, the issue of resources is not determined by me. It is determined by the availability of resources to 
the entire Court. And the Court in question is one that is funded by voluntary contributions rather than by the 
regular budget of the United Nations. And of course there have been donors to the Court. And it may well be that 
depending on how the process lasts there could be donor fatigue whereby there is a tendency to flog a willing horse 
to death who is ready to give and give and give, but the time comes when the process, if it becomes long, they say 
“oh, what are you doing about this because the resources are supposed to be drawing down and you are supposed to 
be finishing”. Again, the amount of money we get is dependent on how willing those who donate to the Court are 
ready to donate more to the Court.  
 
So the issue of adequacy of resources is quite relative. Logistically speaking, it’s work in progress. Offices have 
been provided, and we’re working towards ensuring that as much adequate as necessary resources are provided. 
 
RAPP: Let me just add to that, I mean, from the Prosecution’s perspective. We want Mr. Taylor to have an effective 
defence, and when he moved for a delay in the trial from April we supported it in part. They’ve recently moved for 
a reconsideration of that and have asked that the trial date be delayed to September. We have said some delay may 
be merited, but not delay all the way to September. We want to make sure he has the absolutely best possible 
resources to deal with this case. And as Vincent indicated, we have this issue of voluntary contributions. We from 
the Prosecutor’s side are very actively involved in helping the Court raise funds, and going around the world and 
talking about the need to support this Court throughout its existence. You wouldn’t have a fair trial if the 
Prosecution was able to put on its case and then the money ran out. So it’s critical that we have the resources right 
to the very end.  
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That said, let’s keep in mind that – and on the whole issue of Taylor’s representation – he had an absolute right to 
essentially obtain his own attorney and pay for his own defence. He has basically said whatever his reputation to the 
contrary was, he doesn’t have available resources, and he’s put himself at the legal aid and the Court has provided 
him now with I think a chief counsel and an assistant counsel, two legal assistants who are lawyers, an international 
investigator and I think soon a national investigator, at public expense; an office now at The Hague, an office in 
Freetown, with the assistance of UNMIL an office in Monrovia. A lot is being done in that area at great expense to 
make sure that he can present the most effective case. That said, any Defence team that wants to fight the case will 
always say “it’s not adequate, give us more delay” or “this is a reason why things aren’t going as well as we’d like”. 
And at the end of the day, no legal system has unlimited resources, and I certainly know of no national system that 
provides anywhere near that level of essentially Court-paid legal assistance for an accused. 
 
POWER TELEVISION: A court recently ruled in Liberia that properties that were taken from Mr. Taylor’s house 
after his departure by the Special Court, assisted by UNMIL, should be turned over to the family. Can we then say 
that the Special Court erred in that direction? “B” to that question, Karim Khan, one of Taylor’s lawyers, recently 
complained of monitor television in his conference room. Why is the Special Court being so critical about Taylor’s 
activities in the conference room? Do you still see him though in detention as a threat to The Hague? 
 
RAPP: From the Prosecutor’s standpoint [SKIP IN TAPE] attorney for the Special Court, and everything was filed 
according to legal procedures. They were contested at the time, and I think the issue moved up to the Supreme 
Court and I do not recall any objection being raised in terms of their illegality that was sustained by the court. I 
understand that there’s recently been a Magistrate decision to the contrary by a lower court, but that decision has 
been stayed at the request of the Solicitor-General. We believe that everything in that search was completely 
appropriate and we were requesting the assistance of Liberian authorities under their law as is required by the 
Statute of the Special Court that countries should assist to obtain information that may be valuable for this 
Prosecution. 
 
Now in regard to the video, understand there was a rule at The Hague with the ICC that their accused, when they 
conferred with attorneys, would be watched by a video camera, not heard by a video camera, but to prevent the 
passage of contraband or dangerous substances or illegal things back and forth. Our Court basically determined that 
that was not appropriate. That order was to be enforced by the ICC. There was a delay in the enforcement of that 
order I think of about 18 days which was very unfortunate, and we on the Prosecution side didn’t want that 
particular monitoring going on, and it benefited not one bit from any information gained by it. It is however under 
everybody’s rules that those conferences between attorneys and clients can be observed visually through a window 
on the door, but the video camera was viewed, and I think properly so, as more intrusive than an officer standing 
outside looking through the window. 
 
NEW FOOTPRINT: My question has to do with the onset of the war, as December ’89, December 24, from the 
onset of the war from [not heard] and what not. It spread out until several thousands of Liberians were killed and 
maimed and raped. And the head of that revolution was Charles Taylor, which is NPFL. And then by 1990, I think 
Doe was killed September 9. Then eventually there was a war in Sierra Leone by RUF or what not. And thousands 
of Liberians died. Why is it that Taylor is not charged for the atrocities caused in Liberia, but in Sierra Leone? Is it 
because of this so-called blood diamond?  They are talking about Taylor’s detention. If the House of Commons 
vetoes Taylor not to be jailed in Britain, where next? 
 
VON HEBEL:  In relation to your first question, I think we can be very brief. The Special Court was established as 
a cooperation between Sierra Leone and the United Nations for crimes committed on the territory of Sierra Leone. 
It is in that context that the Special Court investigates and prosecutes Charles Taylor in relation to crimes 
committed in Sierra Leone.  
 
The question as to whether Mr. Taylor should in addition stand trial probably for crimes allegedly committed by 
him or on his behalf in Liberia is entirely for the Liberian society and the government to decide. We know that part 
of the TRC’s mandate is to discuss these matters. We know that those discussions are going on. It is for Liberia to 
decide whether in addition to the crimes committed in Sierra Leone for which Mr. Taylor is allegedly held 
responsible, he can also be held responsible for crimes committed in Liberia. But that is not our mandate. We are 
out of that discussion. That discussion has to take place here in Liberia and by the Liberian government.  
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As far as we know, there has been indeed a discussion now on the question of the costs for the detention of Mr. 
Taylor. We take it until now that the Government of the United Kingdom last year already made it quite clear that 
when Mr. Taylor was to come to The Hague, would have his trial, and if he were to be convicted by the end of the 
day, he would be going to the UK in order to see his sentence being implemented there. I know of the discussions 
internally, but we for the time being certainly stick to the decision and the public statement from the Government of 
the United Kingdom that they will ensure that if Charles Taylor is to be convicted that that sentence will be 
implemented in the UK. 
 
ANDERSEN: I don’t want to disappoint those who are standing behind you, but I’m afraid that I’m going to have 
do today if we’re going to keep to time, and time is very much against us. So may I ask you to ask the last question? 
 
ROYAL COMMUNICATIONS: What would the Court want to achieve at the end of the entire trial, and secondly, 
what mechanism have you put into place avoid reoccurring? For reoccurring of heinous crimes being committed by 
would-be troublemakers. 
 
RAPP: Well in any case, we see this trial as very important for the rule of law internationally; that basically it will 
send a signal that a person no matter in what position, no matter how high, no matter how powerful, is subject to 
justice. And in the past in the world, if you killed one person you would certainly face justice, but if you killed tens 
of thousands you often escape justice, and that I think led to the perception that people could carry on as they did in 
this civil war in Liberia and in Sierra Leone, and the result was with the deaths of thousands and the injury to 
hundreds of thousands. And we think that this kind of trial at the end of the day will help send a message that 
people can’t do this in the future, and if they do they’ll face justice. And as a result people will live and prosper that 
otherwise would live in poverty and die. So that’s what we hope to accomplish, and we want to of course make sure 
that that message gets out and that we do it in a way that’s done at the highest standard possible, both through the 
respect for the victims and respect for the rights of the accused. 
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