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The Public Prosecution versus Hisséne HABRE 

SUMMARY OF THE TWENTY-SIXTH HEARING HELD ON 14 OCTOBER 2015 

 

I/ SYNOPSIS  

Today’s proceedings focused on the questioning of Mrs. Fatimé Hachim, the hearing of the head of the Bourba 

district, Yacoub Haroun Ibrahim, and the hearing of Alifa Gaston, a nurse at the erstwhile detention centres. 

II/ HEARING OF WITNESSES  

A- QUESTIONING OF FATIME HACHIM 

Questions put to the witness focused primarily on the following points: 

 Meetings of the witness with Habré 

Following a question from the lawyers of victims, the witness confirmed meeting Habré on two occasions (the 

first time at the Office of the President). She specified that the second time was when she had to serve as an 

interpreter to a detained Sudanese at the gendarmerie. She had to translate the word “mouhasib” in standard 

Arabic, which meant “accountant”. That was when she asked the President to release her. Habré replied: “I 

will release one hundred men but not you”. She claimed that this was simply because she was a Zaghawa and 

not because she was a danger to the public. She stated that after this meeting, she did not see Habré again but 

heard that he would often visit the premises.  

 Looting of the witness’ property 

Informed of the existence of a list of Zaghawas to be arrested, the witness and her husband (Adam Hamid 

Dobou) went to stay with a friend. However, Mrs. Hachim did not believe that Habré would arrest them 

because her father-in-law was a friend of his. They were nonetheless arrested and their property looted. 

She affirmed that her jewellery and money (400,000 francs) were taken by El Jonto. In response to a question 

from the defence on the amount of money allegedly taken from her husband, she responded that El Jonto had 

searched and taken 5,000,000 francs from him as well as the jewelry at the house. According to the witness, 

all of her property was given to Abacar Torbo. She stated that she did not try to recover her property when 

she was released from prison; her sole concern was finding her husband. She then asked Habré: “Why did you 

cause us so much harm?”, then said: “you shall speak on the day of the resurrection”. She further added that 

in Chad, after the fall of the Habré regime, a market was named the “Habré fled market”, and that this court 

will also be referred to as the “Habré is scared tribunal”.  

 Credibility of the witness 

The witness was categorical at times, sentimental and very sad at others (when her husband was being 

mentioned). She did not mince her words and also criticized the interpretation.  

 



 
 

 

 

B- HEARING OF THE SECOND WITNESS/VICTIM 

 

NAME: IBRAHIM 

FIRST NAME: Yacoub Haroun 

AGE: 48 years  

OCCUPATION: Head of the Bourba district 

RESIDENCE: Bourba 

 Arrest and execution of the father and brothers of the witness 

According to the witness, it all commenced with the visit of President of Habré to Iriba. The latter had 

delivered a speech (the witness has no recollection of the substance) at the public square of that town. The 

witness stated that he was then aged 23 years and did not have a keen interest in politics. However, after 

Habré left Iriba, soldiers began to arrest and execute the Zaghawas. They even demanded that all Zaghawas 

move from the Northern side of the town. At the time, his father was head of the village of Bourba, situated 

45 kilometres to the East of Iriba, and had 4 wives and 29 children. The witness claimed that one day, in 

his presence, Hissène Habré’s soldiers came to arrest his father simply because he was a Zaghawa. On the 

way, the soldiers allegedly arrested another person who was drawing water from a well two kilometres 

away from the village as well as 13 other people from surrounding villages. They were then transferred to 

Tiné before being executed. A while after, his brothers were arrested and executed as well. The witness 

stated that his brothers were arrested with 6 other persons (4 Sudanese, one person on horseback and a 

herder) and were found dead later. Responding to a question from the lawyers of victims, the witness 

declared that one of his brothers had a wife and 3 children while the other was 18 years old. He further 

stated that he was not present when they were arrested. In response to a question from the prosecution, the 

witness declared to the court that he knew those who killed his father and brothers. They were namely, Ali 

Debra, Berdei Noney and their elements and were known to the villagers. Moreover, several other people 

whom the witness knew and who were of the Zaghawa ethnic group were also arrested. These people were 

from Tiné and Perisso and none were combatants. They were elderly people who had nothing to do with 

the rebellion. The witness then provided information on areas where mass graves were apparently 

discovered.  

 Discovery of mass graves 

In his responses to the prosecution, the witness affirmed to have knowledge of 4 execution sites at Iriba.  

First, at Tine near the gendarmerie, they discovered a hole where 17 bodies were half buried. The body of the 

witness’ father was among these and they performed his burial. The witness then stated that another mass 

grave was found by a passer-by, where they found 24 people (adults) who had been executed and tied in twos. 

Only two individuals were bare-chested, the rest had their clothes on. They buried them in a mass grave with 

the help of other villagers. Mr. Ibrahim also talked of a room where they found 8 burned corpses. His two 

brothers were among them; the soldiers had put them in this room and set it on fire. The witness claimed that 

only the skulls were left and he was able to recognize one his brothers based on his teeth (he had a gap between 

his teeth). Finally, the witness declared that he had seen two corpses in the open air – these were people he 

did not know. These corpses were then buried each in one grave.  



 
The witness specified that this added up to 51 people executed in total. 

He knew them all (except for the last two he mentioned); they were all 

Zaghawas. He asserted that all of these individuals were neither 

politicians nor rebels, but simply unarmed civilians.  

At the end of his hearing, the witness said the following to the presiding judge: “We were neither for the 

rebellion nor for Habré; we were only farmers. Habré made us suffer; we are waiting to see what you will do 

for justice”. In response, the presiding judge said that the court is seeking to uncover the truth.  

 Credibility of the witness 

The witness was calm, very composed, precise and consistent in his responses. He was not flustered at all by 

the questions from the defence. In fact, he would take his time to give information to the court.  

 

C – HEARING OF THE THIRD WITNESS 

FIRST NAME: Gaston 

NAME: ALIFA 

OCCUPATION: Retired military nurse 

 The witness’ duties at the prisons 

The witness stated that he was seconded to the rapid intervention special brigade (BSIR) on 6 March 1984 as 

a nurse. He claimed that he was tested for a year by the prison officers to see if would reveal anything. During 

this period, it was his supervisor who would do the consultations. It was only afterwards that he would do 

consultations at the prisons. He would consult at “the buildings”, the DDS and the Camp des martyrs. He 

stated that many people came through the BSIR but did not stay long and were transferred elsewhere. As a 

nurse, he would prepare certificates confirming causes of death. He affirmed that, in this regard, it was Abakar 

Torbo who would dictate to him what to write. The witness emphasized that Torbo would tell him to write 

“natural death” on certificates. He maintained that he was forced to obey for fear that he would suffer the same 

consequences. According to him, the causes of death were in actual fact dysentery and malnutrition. 

 Conditions of detention in prisons 

The witness averred that conditions of detention were the same in all prisons. Firstly, the witness indicated 

that the food was insufficient, which led to vitamin A deficiency in some detainees. He stated that the soldiers 

were however well-nourished. He further said that the cells would hold countless detainees and that many 

died as a result of the heat. This was especially true for cell C, referred to as the “death cell”. In hot weather, 

there were 3 to 4 deaths per day and up to 8 at times. They used a half-barrel as their toilet. Mr. Alifa averred 

that he observed during his visits that many detainees were ill. They however did not have much medication: 

“where 10 people need medication, we would only give 2” he added. He also referred to the case of Saleh 

Ngaba detained at the DDS in a small cell, and who was very weak because he refused to eat. Even pregnant 

women did not receive adequate care. In this regard, the prosecutor’s office had highlighted reports of the 

general controller at “the buildings” prison on detention conditions and the latter had made recommendations 

for their improvement.  

The witness affirmed that some of the people who consulted would tell him that they had been tortured and 

he could see the scars on their bodies. He however never witnessed these acts of torture. Regarding sexual 

abuse, he averred that he had once witnessed a scene at "the buildings”, where a military official beat up a 

detainee after abusing her. 

 Habré’s visits to the prison 



 
 Mr. Alifa affirmed that he met President Habré at the DDS on two 

occasions. The first time, Habré was accompanied by 5 people and 

demanded to see a Sudanese prisoner. The latter was taken out of his 

cell and Habré left after he saw him. The second time was when a 

prisoner escaped. Habré had called a meeting at the DDS and had no mercy for those responsible. 

III/ TIME MANAGEMENT 

Proceedings commenced at 9:28 am and the first morning session ended at 11:29 am. The second witness was 

called to the stand at 12:17 pm when the second morning session began and the hearing was suspended at 

12:40 pm. Court resumed at 2:27 pm and the afternoon break coincided with the end of the hearing of this 

second witness. The third witness was called at 4:30 pm when court resumed. The presiding judge explained 

that the delay was due to the fact that they had to send for this witness who was not in the waiting room. 

 

Attribution Policy: TrustAfrica should be acknowledged in all reproductions of this report and use of its 

contents. A statement similar to the following will be acceptable: “The production of this report has been 

made possible by TrustAfrica.”  

 

 

 


