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SUBMISSIONS

1. Counsel for Mr. Alfred Rombhot Yekatom (“Defence”) hereby replies to the

“Prosecution’s Response to Yekatom Defence Request for the Introduction of

CAR-D29- P-5010’s recorded testimony pursuant to Rule 68(2) of the Rules”

notified on 1 February 2024 (“Prosecution’s Response).

2. This limited reply is done in accordance with the Chamber’s instructions

provided on 12 February 2024 in its “Decision on the Yekatom Defence Request

for Leave to Reply to the Prosecution Response to the Request for the

Introduction of D29-5010’s Prior Recorded Testimony pursuant to Rule 68(2) of

the Rules”.1 In this decision, the Chamber authorized the Defence to reply to the

following issue of the Prosecution’s Response : 

the Prosecution’s allegation that the Defence is withholding the disclosure of

statements provided by D29-5010, arguing that it is founded on a flawed

misinterpretation of D29-5010’s interview and that it is a serious allegation against

the professional obligations of the Defence.2

3. The present reply is made necessary in light of the erroneous allegation that the

Defence is in violation of the Chamber’s order to disclose prepared or

formalised statements which are in its possession (‘Order’) with regard to D29-

P-5010.3 

4. The Defence again clarifies on the record that it has fulfilled its disclosure

obligations within the statutory framework and in compliance with the

Chamber’s Order and Further Directions,4 and that it is not in possession of a

signed and acknowledged witness statement from P-5010. 

                                                          
1 ICC-01/14-01/18-2354.
2 ICC-01/14-01/18-2354, paras 3 & 6. 
3 ICC-01/14-01/18-2341-Conf, para. 10. See also ICC-01/14-01/18-2242, paras 8 – 10. 
4 ICC-01/14-01/18-1892 and ICC-01/14-01/18-2242.
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5. Contrary to the assertions currently put forward on the record by the

Prosecution, P-5010 did not ‘unequivocally’ assert that he had provided

statements to the Defence.5

6. It is apparent from P-5010’s answer that there was some ambiguity with regard

to the witness’ use of the word ‘statement’ given that he indicated having met

the Defence in total three times before his interview the Prosecution,6 while also

indicating that in total he gave three statements to the Defence;7 hence making

a direct link with his assessment that talking with the Defence was the same as

providing a ‘formal’ statement. 

7. Accordingly, the Defence appreciates this opportunity to correct the public

record and reiterate through this Reply that it is not in possession of any signed

and acknowledged witness statement from P-5010.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED ON THIS 15th DAY OF FEBRUARY 2024

Me Mylène Dimitri

Lead Counsel for Mr. Yekatom  

The Hague, the Netherlands

                                                          
5 ICC-01/14-01/18-2341-Conf, para. 10.
6 CAR-D29-0009-0613 at 0618, lines 9-10 : THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) I met with Yekatom's Defence, this

is the fourth time now.
7 CAR-D29-0009-0613 at 0618, lines 18-19 : MR VANDERPUYE: How many statements did you give? THE

WITNESS: (Interpretation) I gave three statements.
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