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I, Judge Cuno Tarfusser, judge at the International Criminal Court (the “Court”);

CONSIDERING that during the public hearing held on 21 January 2016 (the

“Hearing”) confidential information has inadvertently been mentioned;

NOTING Article 68 of the Rome Statute, Rules 87 and 88 of the Rules of Procedure
and Evidence, Regulation 21 of the Regulations of the Court and Regulation 43 of the

Regulations of the Registry;

ORDER the Registry that the following highlighted text be omitted from the
transcript of this hearing and that the following extracted portion be removed from

the public audiovisual recording/ broadcast of this hearing:
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of that year Dominic Ongwen reported chebsuccess of an ambush
he's carried out on the Awach rode he recalled several people
had been killed including a2 kboda boda or motorcycle taxi. And

there was an abducticon mission at Acet which he had crdered and
which fighters under his command toock part in.

There was no precise date from the Prosecution's witness who
took part in that attack but he is precise about is that
Cngwen's corders were abduct boys and girls ketween the ages of
13 and 15.

The crimes with which Dominic Cngwen is charged were an integral
part of this attack on the civilian population. The offences
committed at Pajule, at Cdek, at Lukodi and at Abok they're just
well evidenced selections from 2 large range of 2imilar attacks
in which identical offences were being committed.

Dominic Ongwen's conscription and use of child scldiers and his
essential part in the zcheme of abduction of girls so that
sexual and gender based crimes could be perpetrated were part of
thizs attack. Indeed they provided a considerable agree of the
motivation for it. Dominic Ongwen knew that his contact was
part of the overzll policy of attacking the civilian population.
Of course he did. He was among the foremost of the LRA

copmander who carried that policy out.

VoLe make some sukbnissi

And the crime of forced marriage is not in those words contained
within the Rome Statute and ir is for thart reason that I make
some brief submissions now about what the Prosecution say iz the

nature of that offence and the reason for charging it in this
cage.

There wag a rule within the ranks of the LEA& that there was ta
be no sex outaide marriage. LRA fighters who had sex with womren
who were not their wives risked being punished or killed and the
same applied to women having sex cutside their forced marriages.
Of course for the men, for the men the severity of their rule
was mitigated by the fact that it was common particularly for
LRA officers to have many wives. There's evidence that Joseph
¥ony at one stage at 80 wives. Dominic Ongwen himself is said
to have had as many as 20.

Witnesses who describe the treatment of girls and young women
following abduction by the LRA give consiztent and repeated
evidence of a process whereby abductees wyere assigned without
any regard for their wishes to men usually much older than them
and forced to take them as their husbands. In truth the process
of these forced conjugal relations makes the use of words like

huskband, wife and marriage repugnant, but they're the words that
were used by the protagonists at the time and by the witnesses
now and so in accommodation must be made,

Because of these strict LRA rules about sexual activity forced
marriages served a5 a gate way for the subsequent sexual and
gender based crimes which were perpetrate straighted upon
abducted women and girls crimes like rape, sexual slavery, and
it's this gate way feature and the element exclusive from the

with the women's point of wview which a absent from any or the
other crimes charged and which merits the charging of forced
marrizge a2 a separate crime. Forced marriage changed the
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Page 35 line 21 to 23 of the English Real Time transcript;

Done in both English and French, the English version being authoritative.

me7

TN

]udge Cuno Tarfusser
Single Judge

._..“._

Dated this 21 January 2016
At The Hague, The Netherlands

INTERNAL REGISTRY

Name oftecét\:cxan C { are
Redacted.
Time: From /d (.5 /( To /ﬂ 5/¢Z,() %
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