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The Truth, Reconciliation and Reparations Commission (TRRC) is mandated to investigate and establish 
an impartial historical record of the nature, causes and extent of violations and abuses of human rights 
committed during the period of July 1994 to January 2017 and to consider the granting of reparations 
to victims and for connected matters. It started public hearings on 7th January 2019 and will proceed 
in chronological order, examining the most serious human rights violations that occurred from 1994 
to 2017 during the rule of former President Yahya Jammeh. While the testimonies are widely reported 
in the press and commented on social media, triggering vivid discussions and questions regarding the 
current transitional process in the country, a summary of each thematic focus/event and its findings 
is missing. 

The TRRC Digests seek to widen the circle of stakeholders in the transitional justice process in The 
Gambia by providing Gambians and interested international actors, with a constructive recount of each 
session, presenting the witnesses and listing the names of the persons mentioned in relation to human 
rights violations and – as the case may be – their current position within State, regional or international 
institutions. 

Furthermore, the Digests endeavour to highlight trends and patterns of human rights violations and 
abuses that occurred and as recounted during the TRRC hearings. In doing so, the TRRC Digests 
provide a necessary record of information and evidence uncovered – and may serve as “checks and 
balances” at the end of the TRRC’s work. 

After each release, the Digests are translated into Fula, Jola, Mandika and Wolof, and transmitted over 
local radio stations.

#NeverAgain
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DISCLAIMER

The current publication is NOT a document emanating from the TRRC. It is produced by ANEKED and The Point 
Newspaper. 

The information in this publication has been compiled from live testimonies given at the TRRC hearings. Great 
care has been taken to accurately represent the verbal testimonies, however errors cannot be fully excluded. 

Please note that the culpability of any persons mentioned by witnesses can only be established by a competent 
court. 

Any discrepancies and conflicting testimonies are highlighted on the next page. 
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Yahya Jammeh’s fraudulent HIV/AIDS treatment programme was headed by Dr. Tamsir Mbowe assisted by 
medical staff. Persons living with HIV/AIDS who enroled in the programme were told to abstain from their 
antiretroviral drugs.
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DISCREPANCIES/CONFLICTING TESTIMONIES

Dr. Malick Njie

Dr. Malick Njie’s testimony conflicted with that of 
the protected witness who testified on 12th October. 
While the protected witness claimed that he was 
forced to join Yahya Jammeh’s fake HIV/AIDS “cure” 
programme against his will, Malick Njie claimed the 
patients were told by Yahya Jammeh that if they were 
not willing to follow the rules they were free to leave. 
The protected witness also insisted that Yahya 
Jammeh rubbed the topical part of the treatment 
on his private parts while Dr. Malick Njie said the 
cream was only applied to the face, stomach, and 
legs.  

Ansumana Jammeh

Ansumana Jammeh denied that the programme 
was a hoax and insisted that the “cure” worked. 
This was disputed by Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah, Dr. 
Assan Jaye, the protected witness who testified on 
15th October, and Dr. Malick Njie, who all said the 
treatment was fraudulent. Ansumana Jammeh also 
denied that the massage included patients’ private 
parts, but a video played during his testimony 
showed otherwise. Furthermore, he claimed that 
patients were allowed to leave the facility, which 
was not consistent with the testimony given on 12th 
October by one of the patients. 

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe

There were significant discrepancies between Dr. 
Tamsir Mbowe’s testimony and the testimonies of 
other witnesses in this session (as well as witnesses 
from session 15). On a fundamental level, Dr. Tamsir 
Mbowe’s testimony conflicted with the three medical 
experts, Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah, Dr. Assan Jaye 
and the protected witness who testified on 15th 
October, on whether the treatment was successful. 
While Dr. Tamsir Mbowe claimed that the fake HIV/
AIDS “cure” worked, the three experts (as well as Dr. 
Malick Njie) all insisted the programme was a hoax 
with no medical benefits. Dr. Mbowe’s explanation 

for how the HIV virus effects the body, how it leads 
to AIDS, and the definition of the word “cure” as it 
relates to HIV/AIDS was significantly different from 
the three experts, whose testimonies all aligned.

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe disputed that patients died 
while enrolled in the programme, claiming that 
any deaths were the result of other diseases such 
as tuberculosis and cardiac problems. This was 
disputed by the witness from 12th October who 
counted between eight to ten people who died during 
the programme, the three experts who pointed out 
that tuberculosis was an opportunistic disease that 
was brought on by the onset of severe HIV/AIDS, 
as well as the Commission itself, which counted 
at least ten people who died during the treatment 
period, not to mention twenty-one who died shortly 
afterwards. 

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe denied that the programme 
involved the touching of patients’ private parts, while 
the witness who testified on 12th October as well as 
the tape played at the end of Ansumana Jammeh’s 
testimony suggested otherwise. He also denied that 
the patients were forced to stay at the facility, which 
contradicted the testimony of the protected witness 
who testified on 12th October, who claimed he was 
enrolled and held against his will. 

Furthermore, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe denied that 
broadcasting the treatment on The Gambia Radio 
and Television Service, GRTS, was problematic, 
which also contradicted the testimony of Dr. Amadou 
Sallah who claimed this was a gross violation of 
medical ethics. He also denied that the programme 
should have been subject to the regulations of 
conventional medicine, which was rejected by Dr. 
Adama Amadou Sallah, who said the programme 
contained many aspects of conventional medicine 
and thus meant it should have been subject to the 
Medical Services Act. 

During Dr. Tamsir Mbowe’s testimony, the Lead 
Counsel repeatedly brought up the testimony of 
Abdoulie Batchilly, a laboratory technician. According 

1Abdoulie Batchilly’s testimony was not uploaded to the internet in its entirety and thus was not summarised for 
this edition. 
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to the Lead Counsel’s summary1 of Abdoulie 
Batchilly’s testimony, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe himself had 
organised the tests to be done in Dakar, Senegal. 
Dr. Tamsir Mbowe denied this charge, insisting that 
he never met or spoke with the professor in Dakar. 
Dr. Tamsir Mbowe also denied Abdoulie Batchilly’s 
(apparent) allegation that the test results they 
received from abroad were getting progressively 
worse during the course of the programme.
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OVERVIEW

The 16th session of the public hearings of the Truth, 
Reconciliation and Reparations Commission, TRRC, 
which began on 12th October 2020 and ended on 
28th October 2020, covered two topics. The first 
half continued from the 15th session and focused 
on Yahya Jammeh’s fake “cure” for HIV/AIDS, also 
known as the Presidential Alternative Treatment 
Programme, PATP. The second part began a new 
thematic segment on the abuses committed by 
members of the National Intelligence Agency, NIA.

Ten people testified in this session about the 
aforementioned fake HIV/AIDS “cure.” Between 
2007 and at least 2015 hundreds of people were 
enrolled in the PATP. During the enrolment, which 
took place at a hospital with medical staff present, 
patients were not informed about the nature of 
the treatment programme apart from that it would 
last between two and six weeks. They were told to 
abstain from their antiretroviral drugs while Yahya 
Jammeh and a small team applied topical creams 
and forced them to drink a series of concoctions 
twice a day, sometimes for months on end. The 
Chair later revealed that the Commission identified 
at least 31 people who died during or immediately 
following the programme. 

Two laboratory technicians also testified about their 
experience in the programme. Awa Ndow told the 
Commission about collecting the samples from 
patients and taking them to Egypt for testing. She 
acknowledged, multiple times, that she could not 
confirm that the people the samples were collected 
from had ever been HIV positive. The testimony 
of the other technician, Abdoulie Batchilly, was 
not available in its entirety online and is therefore 
not included in this edition. This session also 
saw testimony from three expert witnesses who 
discussed caring for people living with HIV/AIDS, 
the virology of the disease, the difficulty of finding 
a “cure” for the virus, and the medical ethics of 
giving care. All three professionals testified that the 
programme was a hoax and constituted a flagrant 
violation of medical ethics that put patients’ lives 
in jeopardy.

The 16th session also saw the testimony of three men 
who were associated with running the programme at 
various points. Dr. Malick Njie, who was the Chief 
Medical Director of the Royal Victoria Hospital in 
2007 and present during the first batch, Ansumana 
Jammeh, a younger relative of Yahya Jammeh with 
no medical experience and Dr. Tamsir Mbowe, the 
man who ran the programme from 2008 until its 
conclusion. During the six-hour tense exchange 
between the Lead Counsel and Dr. Tamsir Mbowe, 
the latter maintained that the programme did “cure” 
HIV/AIDS and implied that anyone who said anything 
to the contrary was either lying or ignorant.

The last six witnesses of the 16th session testified 
about the abuse of power by the NIA, a security 
agency established in 1995 ostensibly to safeguard 
domestic security. Five of the six witnesses were 
men who testified about being arrested, tortured, 
and detained by the NIA. The remaining witness was 
the wife of an opposition supporter who was the 
victim of enforced disappearance. The witnesses 
described how as early as 1995 agents of President 
Yahya Jammeh were monitoring people’s speech 
and enacting violence against those who were 
accused of speaking ill of the President, even in 
private. Witnesses also described the participation 
of the police and “the Junglers” – Yahya Jammeh’s 
“secret” death squad – alongside the NIA. 

Of the sixteen witnesses who testified, two did so 
as protected witnesses. Only two were women, the 
other fourteen were men. Witnesses testified in 
various local languages, however the translation 
suffered from interpretation issues, and in one case 
a faulty internet connection.

In the course of the session, the human rights 
violations reported included:

• Torture 
• Enforced disappearance
• Sexual assault
• Arbitrary arrest and detention
• False imprisonment/ Deprivation of liberty
• Unlawful interrogation and obtaining false

statements and confessions
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• Cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment
leading to death

• Denial of right to health

44 persons were mentioned by witnesses in relation 
to human rights violations and crimes committed, 
namely2:

Nyima BADJIE: Nurse who participated in the 
Presidential Alternative Treatment Programme, PATP, 
in Kanilai in 2000. Accused of denial of right to 
health.

Alpha BAH: Member of State Guard in 1995. 
Accused of the torture of Malanding Mballow. 
Murdered by the Junglers in 2006.

Tijan BAH: National Intelligence Agency, NIA officer 
in 2000. Accused of unlawful interrogation and 
being present during the torture of Ebrima Barrow.

(First name not mentioned) BAH: NIA officer in 
2000. Accused of conspiracy to provide false 
evidence against Lalo Kanteh and Omar Darboe in 
2000. 

(First name not mentioned) CAMARA: NIA officer in 
2006. Accused of arbitrary arrest of Kanyiba Kanyi 
in 2006. 

Francisco CASIO3: Italian mercenary who was also 
involved in organised crime. Accused of conspiracy 
to provide false evidence against Lalo Kanteh and 
Omar Darboe in 2000.

Malamin CEESAY: Head of Major Crime Unit in the 
police in 2006. Accused of arbitrary arrest, being 
present during unlawful interrogation, and obtaining 
false statements and confessions from Lamin 
Bojang in 2006.

Lamin CEESAY: NIA officer in 2016. Accused of 
arbitrary detention, torture, and conspiracy to 
commit fraud against Musa Cham in 2016.

Lamin CHAM: Member of Major Crime Unit in the 
police in 2006. Accused of arbitrary arrest of Lamin 
Bojang, Alieu Lowe, and Mustapha Lowe; assault of 
Alieu Lowe, arbitrary detention of Alieu Lowe and 

Mustapha Lowe, and being present during unlawful 
interrogation and obtaining false statements and 
confessions from Lamin Bojang.

Yankuba CHAM: Civil servant in the land survey 
office in 2016. Accused of conspiracy to commit 
fraud.

Manlafi CORR: Member of State Guard in 1995. 
Accused of torture of Malanding Mballow in 1995. 
Killed by members of the death squad team “the 
Junglers” in March 2006. 

Salamina DRAMMEH: NIA officer in 2000. Accused 
of unlawful interrogation and being present during 
torture of Ebrima Barrow and conspiracy to provide 
false evidence against Lalo Jaiteh and Omar Darboe.

Sadibou HYDARA: Former Captain in the Gambia 
National Army, GNA, member of the Armed Forces 
Provision Council, AFPRC and Interior Minister and 
government spokesperson from 1994 and 1995. 
Accused of the assault of (Mamat) Cham, Ebrima 
Chongan and Baboucarr Jeng in September 1994. 
Deceased in 1996. 

Abdul Aziz HYDARA: Deputy head of the Investigative 
Department4. Accused of being present during 
unlawful interrogation and obtaining false statements 
and confessions from Lamin Bojang in 2006.

Lamin HYDARA: Accused of being present during 
unlawful interrogation and obtaining false statements 
and confessions from Lamin Bojang in 2006.

(No first name given) HYDARA5: Deputy Director of 
NIA in 2006. Accused of being present during unlawful 
interrogation and obtaining false statements and 
confessions from Lamin Bojang in 2006. 

Nfally JABANG6: Military Intelligence Officer with 
the State House in 2006. Accused of being present 
during unlawful interrogation, obtaining false 
statements and confessions, and torture of Lamin 
Bojang in 2006.

Hawa JALLOW: Civilian. Accused of conspiracy to 
commit fraud in 2016. 

2The allegations against individuals listed here are only those that were mentioned in this session. Individuals might have been accused of other crimes in previous 
sessions. Please check our previous Digests.
3Also spelled “Casso” and “Caso” in the media.
4This was pulled from Lamin Bojang’s testimony and there was no specification as to whether it was within the police or the NIA.
5We believe this to be Momodou/Muhammad Lamin Hydara who was the Deputy Director of the NIA at this time and was deported back to The Gambia by the US 
authorities in October 2018 and not under custody at the time of release of this publication.
6Back in the 5th session, Duta Kamasso mentioned one Nfally Jabang who she accused of being a member of the Junglers and being present during unlawful 
interrogation, obtaining false statements and confessions.

https://www.aneked.org/archives
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Ousman JALLOW: NIA officer in 2000. Accused 
of unlawful interrogation and being present during 
torture of Ebrima Barrow in 2000.

Ansumana JAMMEH: Referred to as a relative 
of Yahya Jammeh. Confessed to denial of right 
to health. Residing in The Gambia at the time of 
release of his publication.

Awa JAMMEH: Nurse in the PATP from 2009 to 
2012. Accused of denial of right to health

Binta JAMMEH: Nurse in the PATP from 2009 to 
2012. Accused of denial of right to health

Musa JAMMEH (alias Maliamoogoo): Former officer 
in the GNA and bodyguard of Yahya Jammeh. Accused 
of being present during unlawful interrogation, and 
obtaining false statements and confessions from 
Lamin Bojang in 2006. Deceased in 2007. 

Sukuta JAMMEH: NIA officer in 2000. Accused 
of unlawful interrogation and being present during 
torture of Ebrima Barrow.

Yahya JAMMEH: Chairman of the Armed Forces 
Provisional Ruling Council, later Alliance for Patriotic 
Reorientation and Construction, APRC and President 
of The Gambia from 1996 until January 2017. 
Accused of enforced disappearance of Kanyiba 
Kanyi in 2006; sexual assault; false imprisonment/
deprivation of liberty; cruel, inhuman, and degrading 
treatment leading to death; wilful misrepresentation 
and denial of right to health in relation to the 
PATP. Sued in 2018 by survivors of the fraudulent 
treatment programme in a lawsuit filed at Gambia’s 
High Court. In exile in Equatorial Guinea at the time 
of release of this publication. 

Modou JARJU (alias Rambo): Member of the death 
squad team “the Junglers.” Accused of the torture 
of Lamin Bojang in 2006. His name is on the list of 
wanted persons issued by Gambian authorities in 
2018. 

Modou Lamin JATTA: Nurse in the PATP between 
2009 and 2012. Accused of denial of right to health.

Malick JATTA: Member of the death squad team 
“the Junglers”. Accused of torture, being present 
during unlawful interrogation, and obtaining false 
statements and confessions from Lamin Bojang 
in 2006. Arrested in February 2017 and released 
on 10th August 2019 from detention following 
recommendation from then Minister of Justice and 
Attorney General Abubacarr Tambadou 

Beram JOBE: NIA officer in 2000. Accused of leading 
unlawful interrogation and ordering the torture of 
Ebrima Barrow in 2000. 

Edrisa JOBE (alias Alagie Morr): NIA officer in 2000. 
Accused of torture, sexual assault, and unlawful 
interrogation of Ebrima Barrow. Reported to be in 
Scotland at the time of release of this publication.

Lalo KANTEH: Land broker. Accused of conspiracy 
to commit fraud in either 2005 or 2012. 

Boto KEITA: Police officer in 2006. Accused of 
arbitrary arrest of Lamin Bojang in 2006 and 
conspiracy to commit fraud. He is reported to have 
been demoted but still serving in the police at the 
time of publication. 

Nuha KIJERA: NIA officer. Accused of conspiracy to 
commit fraud.

Abdoulie KUJABI: NIA officer in 2000. Accused 
of being present during torture and unlawful 
interrogation of Ebrima Barrow in 2000.

“Longs”: Clerk to the chief of Lamin. Accused of 
conspiracy to commit fraud. 

Sanna MANJANG: Member of the death squad team 
“the Junglers”. Accused of torture of Laming Bojang 
in 2006. His name is on the list of wanted persons 
issued by Gambian authorities in 2018. Said to be 
living in Guinea Bissau at time of mention. 

(First name not mentioned) MANNEH: Police officer 
in 2006. Accused of arbitrary arrest of Lamin Bojang 
in 2006.

Daba MARENAH: NIA officer in 1995 and former 
head of the NIA. Accused of torture of Malanding 
Mballow in 1995. Deceased in 2006.
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Alagie MARTIN: Member of State Guard in 1995. 
He was still serving as a General in the army in 
2019 but suspended following his testimony before 
the TRRC in June 2019. 

Dembo MBAYE: NIA officer. Accused of unlawful 
search and seizure and conspiracy to commit fraud.

Tala MBOOB: Civilian. Accused of conspiracy to 
commit fraud in 2016.

Sait MBOOB: Civilian. Accused of forgery in 2016.

(Full name not mentioned) “Mummy”: Nurse in the 
PATP between 2009 and 2012. Accused of denial of 
right to health.

Tamsir MBOWE: Former Health Minister from 2004 
to 2007 and Director General of the PATP from 2007 
to 2016. Confessed to willful misrepresentation. 
Accused of denial of right to health. Survivors of 
the PATP issued a formal complaint against Tamsir 
Mbowe with the Gambia Medical and Dental Council 
in September 2019. 

Malick NJIE (alias Pachah): Former Health Minister 
from 2007 to 2008. Accused of denial of right to 
health. 

Awa NJIE: Nurse in the PATP between 2009 and 
2012. Accused of denial of right to health.

Sanna SABALLY: Former Captain of the GNA and 
the first Vice-Chairman of the AFPRC. Accused of 
assault of Cham, Ebrima Chongan, RSM Baboucarr 
Jeng in September 1994. Reported to be working 
as a nurse in Germany and most recently in Dakar 
and The Gambia for a German organisation at the 
time of release of this publication.  

Baba SAHO: NIA officer in 1995 and 2000. Accused 
of arbitrary arrest of Malanding Mballow in 1995 
and being present during torture and unlawful 
interrogation of Ebrima Barrow in 2000. Reportedly 
working at the Gambian Embassy in Guinea Bissau 
at time of mention. 

Nuru SECKA: Former Director of Operations at 
the NIA. Accused of being present during unlawful 

interrogation and obtaining false statements and 
confessions from Lamin Bojang in 2006.

Edward SINGHATEH: Former Lieutenant of the GNA 
and second Vice-Chairman of the AFPRC, served in 
the Jammeh cabinet.  Accused of assault of Cham, 
Ebrima Chongan, RSM Baboucarr Jeng in September 
1994. From 2016 to 2018, he served as the Vice-
President of ECOWAS and was said to be residing in 
Nigeria at time of mention. 

Peter SINGHATEH: Former Lieutenant of the Gambia 
National Army. Accused of assault of Cham, Ebrima 
Chongan, RSM Baboucarr Jeng in September 1994. 
Reported to be residing and working as a pilot in the 
United Kingdom at time of mention. 

Abdoulie SOWE: NIA officer in 2006. Accused of 
arbitrary arrest and detention of Alieu Lowe and 
Mustapha Lowe in 2006 and assault of Alieu Lowe.

Ousmane SOWE: NIA officer in 2000. Accused 
of being present during torture and unlawful 
interrogation of Ebrima Barrow in 2000.

Yankuba TOURAY: Former Lieutenant of the GNA. 
He held different ministerial portfolios in Yahya 
Jammeh’s regime, including Minister of Information, 
Tourism and Culture and Local Government and 
Lands.  Accused of assault of Cham, Ebrima 
Chongan, RSM Baboucarr Jeng in September 1994. 
On trial for the murder of Ousman Koro Ceesay at 
the time of release of this publication. 
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7One testimony, that of Abdoulie Batchilly, is not included in this edition as it was not uploaded online in its 
entirety.
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WITNESS NAME: Protected Witness

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 12th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The Presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Not mentioned 

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Survivor of the Presidential 
fake HIV/AIDS treatment programme

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Not mentioned

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

The witness began his testimony by clarifying a few 
biographical details on the protected witness sheet, 
before informing them that he had contracted HIV while 
he was working outside the country as a chef. It was 
1998, he remembered, and after giving him the bad 
news, the doctor told him it would be best for him to 
return to The Gambia to be cared for by his family. Upon 
his return, he went to the Medical Research Council, 
MRC8, test results in hand, where he was shown to a 
clinic run by Dr. Sabally. After confirming that the witness 
understood what his test results suggested, Dr. Sabally 
conveyed that they should do another test to confirm 
he was HIV positive. He took some pills and gave some 
samples. The witness recalled that when he returned to 
the clinic, Dr. Sabally sat him down and confirmed that 
he was HIV positive. The witness said he was saddened 
by the news, especially because he believed it would 
prevent him from getting married. He also believed he 
was the only person in the country who had the disease. 

When he vocalised this, Dr. Sabally told him that in 
fact there was a support group called Santa Yallah 
for people living with HIV/AIDS9.

When witness joined the group, he continued, 
he was the tenth member. He said the group was 
still small partly because they had a difficult time 
finding a place to meet due to discrimination, and 
because people living with HIV/AIDS were dispersed 
across the country. After being kicked out of various 
“corners” at MRC, the United Nations Development 
Programme, UNDP, helped them secure a house and 
the basic necessities to hold meetings. 

He told the Commission that these meetings were 
the first time he disclosed his HIV status. The 
catalyst, he said, was a documentary they watched 
as a group about HIV in Uganda, which depicted 
crowded cemeteries and families where a whole 
generation was missing. “I said to myself, it looks like 
if I remain silent what happened in Uganda will happen 
here.” He related a Gambian proverb that advises 
someone who sees calamity approaching to warn 
their relatives. At the time, he said, he used to hear 
many Gambians say that those with HIV/AIDS in The 
Gambia were not actually Gambian citizens and that 
there was no HIV/AIDS in the country. He confirmed 
it was similar to some contemporary beliefs about 
the on-going coronavirus pandemic. 

He decided to become involved in the administration 
of the organisation, and in 2001 became a member 
of the executive. In that position he helped sensitise 
people living with HIV across The Gambia as well as 
promote the activities of the group to sponsors and 
donors. 

The Counsel then asked the witness how he first 
heard about the Presidential Alternative Treatment 
Programme, PATP. After a little prodding, he disclosed 
that a year before Yahya Jammeh’s announcement 
that he had a cure for HIV/AIDS, the witness returned 
to Santa Yallahh’s offices to find the floor littered with 
plastic water bottles. He asked Rose Claire Charles, 
the coordinator of the group, where the bottles came 
from. She said they were HIV medicines. When he 

8The Medical Research Council is a British institution that funds and coordinates medical research. The unit 
The Gambia grew out of a research station established at the end of the colonial era and now comprises of four 
facilities across the country with the headquarters in Fajara.
9The human immunodeficiency virus, HIV, attacks the body’s immune system, and if left untreated can lead to 
acquired immunodeficiency syndrome, AIDS. There is currently no effective cure but treatment can achieve control.
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asked who brought them, Rose Claire Charles apparently 
implied she should not say. He told her he did not take 
“local herbs,” to which she replied the concoctions were 
for the others. He again clarified that he did not consume 
herbal medicines because they caused diarrhoea, which 
exacerbated the symptoms of HIV. 

One day in 2007, the witness came into the office and 
found Rose Claire Charles with four other members of 
the group. Rose Claire Charles apparently told him they 
had just received a call from the Vice-President10 saying 
she was passing on the message that Yahya Jammeh 
said he had a cure for HIV/AIDS. The news made his 
head spin. He had not taken any herbal medicine up 
until this point and was scared to join the programme. 
However, the fact that it was the then President who had 
made the announcement gave him confidence. He added 
that Yahya Jammeh already knew that he was living with 
HIV/AIDS, and that he had previously heard rumours of 
herbal medicine that could cleanse his body of the virus. 

Responding to the Counsel’s questioning, the witness 
said that at the time his health condition was fine. 
Beginning in 2004 and 2005 antiretroviral drugs11 had 
become available at MRC and by early 2007 his viral load 
had decreased so low it was undetectable. 

According to what the witness remembers, the State 
House was requesting ten people to take part in the 
then President’s programme. Only five or six people were 
willing. They were taken to the State House in two black 
vehicles where Vice-President Isatou Njie-Saidy, who was 
flanked by soldiers, greeted them. The witness identified 
one of the soldiers, a tall man with a light complexion, as 
having the surname Camara. They were then taken outside 
the “glass house,” which the witness described as being 
close to the ocean, where they met with members of 
other HIV/AIDS support groups Nganiya Kiling, Alatentu, 
and Lilahi. When Yahya Jammeh arrived, he announced 
that he wanted them to be the first patients in his alleged 
HIV/AIDS treatment programme. 

The witness said he was the first person to be called 
into the “glass house.” Inside, he met President Yahya 
Jammeh, Dr. Njie, the Cuban doctors, and a handful of 
nurses. The President filled a cup of what the witness 

described as a “herbal concoction” that was brown 
in colour, and told him to drink it. After drinking the 
liquid, he was then given a towel and told to undress 
down to his underwear. 

The President put on a pair of 
gloves, then started rubbing 
“traditional medicine” which 

was methylated all over his body, 
“including my private parts.” 

The nurses then subjected him to the same treatment, 
after which he dressed himself and another person 
was brought into the room. While he was waiting for 
the others to go through the same process he had 
diarrhoea from the concoction. After everyone had 
gone through the “glass house,” the patients were 
put on a bus and driven to Kanifing Hospital. 

At no point in the whole processes, 
the witness testified, was he 

debriefed or did he consent to the 
supposed treatment regimen.

Construction had finished on the Kanifing Hospital, but 
it had yet to be officially opened, so the patients were 
the first in the brand-new facilities. They were provided 
with lunch, and then in the evening Yahya Jammeh 
arrived and spelled out the rules of the programme. 
Yahya Jammeh instructed the participants that they 
would have to stop their western medicine. 

He also said they were not 
allowed to leave the facility, even 
to go home, which surprised the 
witness, as he had believed they 
would be allowed to stay at home 

throughout the programme. 

10At the time Isatou Njie-Saidy.
11Antiretrovirals are a combination of three drugs developed in the late 1990s and made widely available in 
Africa in the 2000s. Consistent antiretroviral treatment results in the total burden of HIV decreasing, the immune 
system continuing to function, and the prevention of opportunistic infections.
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Even the delivery of food by relatives12 was 
forbidden. They were to abstain from smoking, 
chewing on kola nuts13, and drinking attaya14, lipton 
tea, and coffee. They were also instructed to cease 
any sexual activities, even if their spouse was also 
in the programme. They were not told how long they 
would be there. 

The witness said they were given no opportunity 
to leave or refuse to submit themselves to the 
regimen. He even said there was a time he became 
tired of the concoctions and told the medical staff 
to tell the then President he wanted to go home. 
They apparently replied that the witness would have 
to tell the President himself. 

The next morning around 7 or 8, they again boarded 
the bus – patients with HIV as well as TB and other 
opportunistic illnesses - were taken to State House, 
and told to drink the concoction. They ate lunch and 
spent the afternoon there before taking the second 
round in the evening. Sometimes, they would stay 
at State House until 11 or midnight speaking with 
Yahya Jammeh before boarding the bus and heading 
back to the hospital. Some weekends they would all 
go to Kanilai with the President.

The witness said the concoctions gave him severe 
diarrhoea for two to three months. He related an 
anecdote that one evening when they were chatting 
with Yahya Jammeh, he asked who suffered the 
worst diarrhoea. The witness raised his hand to 
reply, but the President told him to lower his hand. 
He then called on another person, who named the 
witness as suffering the most from diarrhoea. Yahya 
Jammeh apparently then gave the person who had 
responded a wad of cash. On other occasions money 
would be hidden around the room while the patients 
waited outside. When they came back, they were 
told whatever money they found they could keep. 
When asked how it made him feel, he replied that 
“he was the President and he did things the way he 
liked them.”

At the beginning, the witness continued, he was 
still in good enough shape that he led exercises 
in the morning before they drank the concoction. 

However, after a certain point he became so ill that 
he had to be hospitalised.  The witness revealed 
he had another illness alongside HIV that also 
used to give him considerable problems, but that 
before joining the President’s programme he had 
been able to acquire medication for it at MRC. 
Without the medication, the illness returned, which 
according to him, “confused the President.” His 
condition deteriorated significantly one weekend 
while they were in Kanilai and he was taken out of 
the programme and whisked away in an ambulance 
to a fully functioning hospital for treatment.

The witness said he was first admitted at the military 
hospital in Banjul. He spent a week at that facility and 
was cared for by a man named Dr. Njie15. After taking 
some samples, Dr. Njie broke the news that he had 
tuberculosis. He said it had not been in his system 
for a long time, but that he was going to transfer him 
to a private block at the main hospital for treatment. 
Meanwhile, the President’s concoctions were still 
being brought to the hospital for him to drink. It was 
at this point he asked to be released and was told 
he would have to ask Yahya Jammeh himself. He 
stopped drinking the concoctions, and his diarrhoea 
eased. 

After a week or two at the main hospital, he was 
then moved to the sanatorium at Wencho16. “That 
was where my difficulties increased,” he told the 
Commission. He later claimed that he lost 24 
kilograms during his stay in the programme. He 
could neither feed nor wash himself. His family had 
to come to help him get out of bed. One morning he 
realised he had to be able to move on his own. He 
slowly got out of bed and began taking a few steps, 
before pausing to regain himself, and then taking a 
few more steps. He did this every day until he was 
strong enough to walk outside the facility. One day, 
as he was able to move further and further from the 
building, he found a small settlement by the ocean. 
The next day he made it all the way to the Banjul 
highway. 

One day while at the sanatorium, he heard a man 
named Dr. Jallow and his assistant Dawda Ceesay 
speaking outside his room. He went out and after 

12In many hospitals food is expected to be provided by the family of the patient.
13A small bitter nut that generally comes in two varieties. It is a mild stimulant and has symbolic value as a gift for holidays and other celebrations.
14Local green tea.
15The witness clarified that this Dr. Njie was in a wheelchair and was a different person from the Dr. Njie he had previously mentioned.
16The Wencho Sanatorium was established in 1913 and is located 2 km from Banjul. The facilities, which have existed in various states of repair, have 
been used to treat people with a range of highly communicable diseases, including most recently, COVID-19. 
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greeting them, asked if they could discharge him, saying 
that his coughing was not nearly as bad as others in the 
facility. However, he told the Commission, he was so ill 
that the two men did not recognise him at first. Two days 
after completing a spittle test, the doctor returned and 
said the witness’ tuberculosis was not too severe and he 
could be discharged as long as he continued to take his 
medication. His driver and programme officer, assumedly 
from Santa Yallah, came to pick him up, but before going 
home, he said, he had to go to the Serrekunda Hospital 
and be discharged from the presidential programme by 
Yahya Jammeh. The witness said he felt he needed to 
return there because “if I return home without announcing 
it to him it could be bring other problems.”

The witness also revealed that he brought one of his 
family members into the president’s fake HIV/AIDS cure. 
He told the Commission that while he was at Wencho, 
he heard that this relative had become very ill and was 
taken to a special ward for HIV/AIDS patients in the 
hospital in Banjul. 

He eventually was able to visit them, 
where he was dismayed to hear that 
many of the people on that cell ward 
ended up dying. He said he believed 
they had died because they had gone 

off their antiretroviral drugs. 
According to the witness, his relative expressed that 
they wanted to leave the facility, but the witness said if 
they did, it could cause complications for the family. He 
advised them to persevere until they were discharged. A 
month after the witness was discharged, his relative on 
the ward passed away. He said he knew of at least three 
additional people who died at the Kanifing Hospital. 

Moving on, the witness testified that they were 
encouraged by a group called AIDS Free World to 
establish an organisation of survivors of the treatment 
in order to access support. They gathered and counted 
between 8 and 10 people who died during the treatment, 
not including those who passed away soon after. He 

said they died because they were not taking their 
medicine. When asked how many people died due 
to the president’s programme, the witness reasoned 
that in 2006 there were 24,000 people living with 
HIV/AIDS in the country, but by 2017/2018 there 
were only 20,000. He suggested this meant that 
4,000 people died, although he acknowledged he 
could not blame all 4,000 of those deaths on the 
programme.

While the presidential programme 
might not be responsible for all 
4,000 of the alleged deaths, he 

continued, it had significant impact 
on patient’s ability to access 

medicine. 
According to the witness, in around 2010 or 2011 
MRC stopped giving out medication for HIV/AIDS 
and left with the viral load machine, leaving only the 
ability to do a CD4 count. Since then, he alleged, he 
has not known his viral load. He blamed this all on 
the president’s programme. 

After a short break, the Lead Counsel made a point 
of bringing up an article in the Standard Newspaper17 
about members of the NIA-918 currently imprisoned at 
Mile 2 refusing to testify at the TRRC was inaccurate. 
He clarified that the TRRC had not issued subpoenas 
to any of the NIA-9. The conversation that took place 
in the prison was only “in passing” and involved 
employees of the TRRC telling the men they may be 
asked to come testify in the future. He reminded the 
audience that witnesses are obliged by Gambian law 
to testify if called by the TRRC. He clarified that they 
would not be asked to testify about the incident they 
are currently being tried for. He claimed the TRRC 
was not a political body. 

After the Lead Counsel’s comment, the Counsel 
asked the witness to describe the effect of the 
programme on his life. The witness responded that it 
caused significant hardship

17See Standard Newspaper, Ex-NIA boss & reject TRRC invitation.
18The “NIA-9” refers to nine members of the National Intelligence Agency who were arrested in February 2017 and 
charged with the murder of opposition activist Solo Sandeng. Their case is still in court.

https://standard.gm/ex-nia-boss-co-reject-trrc-invitation/
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Ever since he publicly declared his 
status, he said, he has not been able 
to find a house to rent as a result of 

discrimination by landlords. 
He said for eleven years he had lived in the same house 
as his mother, with his mother sleeping in the bedroom, 
and him sleeping in the living room with his wife. 

The witness also said he has faced bullying and 
harassment. After an event in Foni Bwiam, a young man 
approached him and asked for forgiveness. The witness 
replied that he did not know the man, so he did not know 
what to forgive him for. The man told him to forgive him 
first, and then he would tell him what happened. The 
witness told him he was forgiven, and then the young 
man revealed that he and his friends used to say horrible 
things about the witness behind his back. 

That being said, the witness continued, he also received 
praise from some people. He cited an elderly woman who 
called into a radio show to offer him blessings. He said 
he later learned that she had a relative who had HIV and 
passed away before ever revealing their status. He said 
many of the things the elderly woman prayed for have 
since materialised.

Regarding his health, after being discharged he continued 
to experience fever in the evenings. At MRC, he was 
told there might be complications getting back on the 
antiretroviral. After a battery of tests confirmed that his 
viral load had increased, he began taking antiretroviral 
again in September 2007. He received care at MRC until 
2011, after which he was referred to a nearby treatment 
centre where he continued to receive medication. Up 
until today, he testified, he has been healthy and has 
not experienced any complications. Furthermore, the 
presidential treatment programme also had adverse 
effects on his family. He revealed that his parents did not 
want him to testify at the TRRC because speaking publicly 
about his condition had only ever brought suffering and 
stigmatisation. 

He said he personally saw the first three batches of 
people go through the programme, but after that he was 
at the hospital in Banjul and later at Wencho. He said 

he a saw Gambians, Senegalese, Bissau Guineans, 
Guineans, Sierra Leoneans, and other foreigners who 
all came to the programme hoping to be rid of HIV/
AIDS. None of them were cured. 

Instead, the witness claimed, 
the programme led to the severe 
deterioration of many people’s 
health to the point where some 

people died. 
Looking at his body today, he said, you might think he 
has HIV/AIDS, but it was actually the stress of not 
being able to find habitation that was now bringing him 
the most suffering. He catalogued how after losing 
his job, his housing or transportation allowance and 
now has to choose between paying the electricity and 
water bill, or buying a bag of rice for the month. At this 
point, the Counsel turned the testimony over to the 
Commissioners. There were no further questions, so 
the witness began his concluding remarks. 

He thanked Gambians for listening to his testimony. 
He remembered how back when he first joined the 
group, every month their membership would increase 
until there were around 600 people. He repeated his 
story of watching the documentary about HIV/AIDS in 
Uganda and wanting to warn Gambians of the coming 
calamity. He blamed foreign men for bringing HIV/
AIDS to The Gambia and infecting young women. He 
told a story of going to an HIV conference in New 
York in 2001 and his mistaken belief the government 
would assist them. He also mentioned that the 
Gambian constitution allows for special honours and 
titles for to acknowledging people who have helped 
the country, hinting that many people already add the 
preface “honourable” when they address him. He 
then went into how he had helped bring resources 
from The Global Fund19, which included up to 100 
vehicles plus support to the Santa Yallah group. 

However, he continued, after a while The Global Fund 
changed the way it distributed resources in the country 
and Santa Yallah was dropped from the programme. 
He gave a detailed account of the politics between 

19The Global Fund to Fight AIDS Tuberculosis & Malaria is an international financing and partnership organisation 
that funds efforts to eradicate the three aforementioned epidemics. 
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the different non-governmental organisations involved. 
He said he was told even if Santa Yallah was dropped, 
it would not affect their funding, but that did not turn 
out to be true. He said he wrote a letter to The Global 
Fund to complain, and he even met with a leader of the 
organisation, but to no avail. 

He also requested that the Gambian 
government give people living with 
HIV/AIDS a special representative in 
the National Assembly to represent 
their interests. 
He also requested that MRC reengage with HIV/AIDS 
work. He concluded by again saying that accommodation 
was his biggest problem at the moment, and thanking his 
family, the TRRC, and everyone listening. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

False imprisonment/Deprivation of liberty

Yahya Jammeh

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jamme, Dr. Njie

Wilful misrepresentation

Yahya Jammeh

Cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment leading to 
death

Yahya Jammeh
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WITNESS NAME:  Awa NDOW

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 13th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: Her role in the Presidential 
Alternative Treatment Programme; the various trips that 
she took to Egypt and the reason for those trips; her 
personal views about the entire treatment

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Lab Technician 

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Collecting blood samples, 
taking the samples to Egypt

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Lab Technician 

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Awa Ndow began her testimony by telling Counsel 
Singhateh that she was born in Dippa Kunda on 29th 
December 1975 and attended Latrikunda Secondary 
school. After she graduated, she volunteered first at The 
Gambia Red Cross Society, then in 1996 at Edward Francis 
Small Teaching Hospital, EFSTH, previously known as the 
Royal Victoria Teaching Hospital. She worked there as 
a phlebotomist responsible for blood sample collection 
under the supervision of Pa Jai, who was the head of 
her department. After volunteering at the hospital for six 
months, she became an official employee.

Counsel Singhateh asked the witness if standard 
procedure was adopted at the lab and the witness 
responded with a yes. The witness told Counsel Singhateh 
that her department only dealt with general patients. In 
2007, after 11 years working as a phlebotomist at the 
hospital, she became a laboratory assistant at a blood 
bank.

Awa Ndow then described her work at the blood bank 
where she helped her boss, Mam Jarra, draw blood from 
the donors and test the samples. She also dealt with the 
donors before they had their blood taken. She would get 
their consent and test the donors for diseases such as 
HIV and Hepatitis. The witness worked at the blood bank 
from 2007 until 2009. In 2009, she started working at a 
haematology lab where she recalled mostly doing general 
tests. They performed malaria tests and did grouping 
and cross matching to see if different patients were 
compatible with the blood.

The witness told Counsel Singhateh that in 2009 she 
was selected to work for the presidential treatment 
programme. She explained that she received a call 
from then Minister of Health, Dr. Malick Njie20, who 
told her that they had chosen her to help Abdoulie 
Batchilly collect samples at the presidential 
treatment programme.  Counsel Singhateh then 
asked the witness if she was aware at the time what 
the presidential treatment programme was all about. 
The witness said she had seen the President say that 
he could cure AIDS on television. She confirmed she 
was still working at the EFSTH when she received the 
call and that her boss at the time, Landing Faal, was 
aware of her transfer. 

The witness revealed to the Commission that she 
took the job because the then Minister of Health 
called her directly and she felt she could not refuse. 
She claimed she preferred working at EFSTH and 
would even decline staying with the nurses from 
the presidential programme, and instead return to 
EFSTH as soon as her duties were done because 
she wanted to tend to her other patients.

After some questioning from Counsel Singhateh, the 
witness explained that she was told that Abdoulie 
Batchilly would pick her up that Thursday and take 
her to Kanilai to work on the treatment for batch four. 
Once she arrived, Abdoulie Batchilly took her to the 
nurse in charge Nyima Badjie and introduced her as 
his assistant. On Friday, she observed the treatment 
and went back home on Saturday.

20Dr. Malick Njie also testified during session 16 of the TRRC.
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The witness described how she 
observed the patients first being 
massaged by the nurses and Yahya 
Jammeh with what she believes to 
have been shea butter mixed with 
some type of medicine, and then give 
them a liquid to drink. 
Counsel Singhateh asked the witness if the claims that 
the patients were naked when they were massaged 
were true. The witness responded that was not what 
she observed. Instead, she testified that the patients 
she saw had towels wrapped around themselves during 
the massages. She also clarified that she and Abdoulie 
Batchilly were sitting while the massages were being 
given and did not participate.

When asked if she had seen what the patients were given 
to drink, the witness replied in the negative. She said that 
she was sitting too far away to see what was in the cups. 
Counsel Singhateh then asked about the demeanour of 
the patients after drinking the “medication”, explaining 
that the Commission had received evidence the patients 
vomited and became ill after taking the medication. 
However, the witness denied seeing anything like that.

The witness denied that she collected any samples 
that first day nor did she receive any type of orientation, 
instead Abdoulie Batchilly opted to give her instructions 
himself. Apparently, he told her that her job was to 
collect CD4 samples whenever they got a new batch and 
whenever patients were discharged and take them to the 
lab. The witness claimed never to have visited Kanilai 
after that initial weekend as the patients began going to 
Serrekunda Hospital after that. 

She added that she would receive baseline information 
about the patients including their names, ages, and 
status. Counsel Singhateh then asked the witness what 
kind of documentation was provided and the witness 
told her that when she was collecting their samples, 
most of the time their status would be indicated on 
their documents or test results. When the Counsel 
prodded further about how the patient’s HIV status was 

verified, the witness retorted that she was not the 
one responsible for checking. The witness was then 
asked how she could be certain that all the patients 
who entered the presidential treatment programme 
were HIV positive, and the witness responded that 
she just went by what she was told.

Counsel Singhateh questioned if it was normal to 
deviate from normal procedure regarding having 
authentic documentation and what she did if she was 
assigned a patient with no medical paperwork. The 
witness replied that she used a test kit to confirm 
the status of her patients before drawing samples. 
The CD4 samples, the witness explained, showed 
the amount of virus in the patient’s body at the time. 
Patients with low CD4 samples would not receive 
the treatment, but when asked why the witness said 
she did not know. The person that determined the 
criteria for the patients to enter the programme, she 
said, was Dr. Tamsir Mbowe21, who was the general 
director.

After collecting the CD4 samples, the witness would 
then take them to the Public Health Lab in Kotu, 
which she remembered being overseen by Modou 
Lamin Jarjue and Alfonse at the time, for testing. 
According to the witness the Public Health Lab was 
associated with EFSTH. Counsel Singhateh asked 
what other samples the witness took, but she said 
she only collected CD4 samples. After being asked 
by the Counsel, the witness explained the distinction 
between CD4 and viral loads. CD4 is a white blood 
cell, which helps the immune system while the viral 
load is the amount of virus in the body. When asked, 
which test she thought was better for HIV patients, the 
witness responded that it was the antigen/antibody 
test. She further explained that the antigen/antibody 
test is the test done to know whether the patient is 
HIV positive or not. Counsel Singhateh asked again 
if the witness administered any test apart from the 
CD4 test. This time the witness responded she had 
also run the antigen/antibody test, but maintained 
she had not run the viral load because at that time 
there were no viral load machines in The Gambia so 
samples were sent to Egypt instead.

21Dr. Tamsir Mbowe also testified during session 16 of the TRRC.
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The witness began explaining the rest of her role at the 
presidential treatment programme. She described how 
she would take the results from the lab to the in-charge 
or the secretary. She said they used numbers to label 
the samples based on a list given to her. Each patient 
was given specific number, and each batch had a unique 
number as well, so their samples and results could 
always be tracked and traced back to them.

Awa Ndow told Counsel Singhateh that the second time 
she went to collect samples in between the treatment, 
there were not many samples so she believed some of 
the patients might have been really sick and wanted to 
repeat their CD4 test to see the change in their CD4 
count. Counsel Singhateh then asked the witness how 
many people fell ill at some point during the program. 
The witness could not recall an exact number, but she 
remembered getting calls that alerted her of patients 
that needed to be retested, but she said it was not that 
often.

The witness told the Commission she went back after 
six months to recollect samples from the fourth batch 
of patients in the presidential treatment programme. 
As a part of discharge of around 60 patients, their CD4 
samples were to be tested in The Gambia and their viral 
loads samples sent to be tested in Egypt. The names of 
the discharge patients were taken from a list that was 
given to her. Counsel Singhateh inquired as to why she 
was receiving a new list instead of updating the patient’s 
previous records directly. After some confusion, the 
witness stated that she would not look at the patient’s 
histories. 

Under further questioning, she 
acknowledged that after six months 
of working with the patients she had 
no knowledge of what happened to 
them, and that an antibody test was 
not included in the discharge. 
Counsel Singhateh asked the witness how she could be 
sure that the people she was attending to during discharge 
were the same people she took the initial samples from? 

The witness responded that she was there when they 
were admitted, but after more questioning, stated 
that she did not interact with them.

Counsel Singhateh then asked Awa Ndow about the 
trip she took to Egypt to deliver the samples. She 
explained that initially Abdoulie Batchilly would travel 
with the samples, but when he left for his studies, 
she was asked to take over for him at the request of 
Dr. Tamsir Mbowe. Two weeks after she turned over 
her passport, she got a call from the deputy chief of 
protocol, later identified as Gibba, who told her that she 
would be traveling to Egypt that Saturday. The witness 
said no one told her about the lab arrangements in 
Egypt and eventually Abdoulie Batchilly had to call 
and give her and Gibba directions to the lab. When 
asked how it was possible that they were heading the 
presidential treatment programme but did not even 
know the directions to the lab, the witness answered 
it was because only Abdoulie Batchilly had been to 
the lab in Egypt. The witness once again admitted 
to not knowing much about the lab arrangements or 
even where the lab was situated. All she could recall 
was that it was located around the Tahrir Square in 
Cairo.

Upon further inquiry from Counsel Singhateh the 
witness revealed that she did not know anything 
about how the samples were being dealt with in the 
lab. She speculated that Gibba may have made some 
arrangements. The only document that the witness 
recalls carrying with her was a list of the patient’s 
names. Gibba handled the money, which she said 
she believed came from Yahya Jammeh, on their trip. 
It was a lot of money, as each test was 65 USD. 
Counsel Singhateh inquired whether the lab asked 
any questions regarding the purpose of the tests. 
The witness replied that the lab only asked if the 
patients were undergoing a treatment, but did not pry 
about the specifics. The witness spent two weeks in 
Egypt waiting for the results.

After the witness received the results, she returned 
to The Gambia and turned them over to Dr. Tamsir 
Mbowe. Counsel Singhateh questioned the witness 
about the TV segments where Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
read CD4 count and their viral load results out-
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loud and declared people undetectable. The witness 
told the Commission that they did indeed have some 
undetectable results on the list, but in a group of about 
60 patients, only 15 would be undetectable. The witness 
then affirmed that if a person without HIV were given a 
viral load test the results would say undetectable, and if 
they were given a CD4 count it would be high. 

Counsel Singhateh then concluded 
that as the witness was not sure if all 
the samples came from people living 
with HIV, it was possible that some of 
the undetectable results came from 
people who never had HIV. 
When pressed by Counsel Singhateh about the purpose 
of the presidential treatment programme, the witness 
stated that it was to treat HIV. The Counsel then made 
her clarify if she meant treat or cure, and the witness 
affirmed that the purpose was to cure HIV. Under further 
questioning, the witness said that the best test to see 
if someone had been cured of HIV/AIDS would be the 
antigen and antibody test. 

She then affirmed that patients were 
not subjected to this particular test 
during the programme, and confirmed 
this was because the treatment was a 
hoax and they knew that the patients 
were not cured.
Moving on, the witness told the Commission that she took 
a total of five trips to Egypt. During each of those trips 
they would never got more than 15 undetectable results 
and none of the patients were ever given the antigen and 
antibody test. When the witness was asked if she could 
say for certain if all of the results were from people who 
were HIV positive, she again told Counsel Singhateh she 
could not. Counsel Singhateh asked why the presidential 
treatment programme failed to provide each patient with 
a unique number and the witness responded that she did 
not know.  

Awa Ndow told the Commission that she stopped 
working at the presidential programme in 2012. She 
further explained that she only interacted with the 
fourth and fifth batches of patients, with each batch 
ranging in number from 60-80 patients. She again 
said she could not personally vouch that all of the 
patients were HIV positive. She also said that due to 
the large volume of people in each batch she would 
not have been able to tell if one or two people were 
added. 

She agreed with Counsel Singhateh’s 
statement that the system was 
prone to manipulation. 
The Counsel then asked if she would be in a position 
to notice when the system was being manipulated 
from her limited role collecting, transporting, and 
returning results from lab samples. The witness said 
no.

Counsel Singhateh explained to the witness that 
Fatou Jatta22 had testified that blood samples from 
a handful of soldiers were added to those of the 
people in the programme. The witness claimed to 
know nothing about that, pointing out that she was 
not working there at the time and it was Abdoulie 
Batchilly who was taking the samples. Counsel 
Singhateh then referenced Fatoumatta Barry23, who 
was in batch five (one of the batches that the witness 
worked with,) and claimed that some of her batch 
mates were not HIV positive. The witness stated 
that it could be possible, but she did not know. The 
witness was then asked if she believes that the 
environment created at the presidential treatment 
programme made it easy for such incidents to occur, 
and the witness again said it was possible.

When asked about her own personal view of the 
treatment programme, the witness said that even 
with her limited medical knowledge she knew that HIV 
could not be cured. At the same time, she said she 
did not blame the patients for being desperate and 
believing in someone in such a position of authority. 
She said she prays The Gambia will never have a 
leader like that again. 

22See TRRC Digest Edition 15, pages 68-79.
23There was no one identified as Fatoumatta Barry who testified in either session 15 or 16 of the TRRC.
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Awa Ndow was once again asked if she 
believes the treatment was effective, 
and she responded no. 
Regarding why she stopped going to Egypt to test the 
samples, the witness told Counsel Singhateh that in 
2012 they did not admit anyone into the program. Patients 
would just come to the clinic, take the medication, and 
go. The witness was asked how much pay she was given 
and she revealed that she was making 1,000 dalasi24 a 
month from the treatment program. She again confirmed 
that she and Abdoulie Batchilly were the only two people 
who collected blood samples while she was there.

The witness said that she was not aware of any deaths 
in the treatment programme because she never stayed 
with the patients. She just collected their samples and 
left. Even if someone were really sick, she testified, if 
they were not on her list she would not notice. According 
to the witness patients who got really sick remained 
in the programme but would be allowed to take other 
medicines administered to them by their nurses. When 
asked if she could mention some of the nurses working 
with the patients, the witness mentioned Modou Lamin 
Jatta, Nyima Badjie, Awa Jammeh, Awa Njie, Mummy, and 
Binta Jammeh. 

Awa Ndow claimed that she did not know about the record 
keeping process. The only records that the witness ever 
had in her possession were the viral load records, but 
she said she no longer has access to them because 
Yahya Jammeh requested her copy to replace ones that 
were lost. They were supposed to be photocopied but 
the witness never got them back. The witness then told 
the Commission that the person in charge of the records 
while she was there was Fatou Tambadou.

Moving on, the witness said she had no way of knowing 
if the patients were okay after being discharged and 
that she has never come across any of them in public. 
Lastly, Counsel Singhateh asked the witness where she 
is currently working, and the witness stated that she is 
now working in the haematology lab at EFSTH. She no 
longer works with HIV patients, who are now directed to 
the infectious disease control unit.

The Chair thanked Awa Ndow from her testimony and 
opened the floor up for questions. Imam Sey asked 
the witness if they ever had any problems traveling to 
Egypt and if the doctors in the programme had ever 
tested the medication. The witness answered no to 
both questions. 

Commissioner Kinteh then asked the witness why 
they would reject the patients with low CD4 counts, 
even though they were the most vulnerable. The 
witness told him that she did not know. He then 
pointed out that once you become HIV positive you 
never go back to being negative. Even if you are 
undetectable, you still carry the virus, and the witness 
agreed. Commissioner Kinteh then went on to ask for 
clarification on whether the plasma or the red blood 
cells were taken to Egypt for testing. The witness told 
him that only the plasma was taken. He also asked 
her if she was the person who was in charge of the 
samples after collection, until they were delivered to 
the lab in Egypt, to which the witness responded yes. 
The last point that Commissioner Kinteh had was 
regarding to the numbering system. He established 
that the numbers of the patients in each batch were 
continuous, and he asked the witness what they did 
when someone was brought into a new batch or died 
during the treatment. The witness said told him that 
if someone died it did not appear on the forms she 
was given. 

Imam Jallow then asked the witness whether or not 
she believed the treatment programme was valid. 

She told him that she did not believe 
in the validity of the programme 
because they never achieved 
negative HIV results. 
Bishop Odico then asked the witness how sure she 
was that the 15 undetectable results that they would 
get per test were not just from the original people on 
the previous list. The witness answered that while 
she does not think they were the same people, there 
were healthy people in the programme that she was 

2436 USD in 2012.
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not aware of because she did not stay with them every 
day. Lastly, the Chair asked the witness if the 1,000 
Dalasi she was receiving from that treatment programme 
was in addition to her salary at the hospital. She said it 
was. In her concluding remarks Awa Ndow thanked the 
entire TRRC team for their support in giving her testimony. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jammeh, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe, Modou Lamin Jatta, 
Nyima Badjie, Awa Jammeh, Awa Njie, Mummy, 
Binta Jammeh

Wilful misrepresentation

Yahya Jammeh, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe



23|

WITNESS NAME: Lamin GANO

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 13th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: His role as Aide-de-Camp to 
President Yahya Jammeh, what he witnessed in the 
Presidential Alternative Treatment Program, PATP; Yahya 
Jammeh’s claim to have the cure for high blood pressure, 
asthma, HIV/AIDS and people possessed by Jinns; the 
sources of Yahya Jammeh’s medicine or statements 
about the sources; personal experience testing some of 
the medicine 

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Aide-de-Camp to 
Yahya Jammeh

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Escorting the President 
to treatment site, guarded him

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Owner of a 
security company

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

The witness confirmed his name was Lamin Gano, and he 
was born on the 7th of January 1973 in Sukuta, Kombo 
North. He completed his primary education in Sukuta 
and proceeded to Nusrat High School for his O Levels 
and then to Gambia High School to do his Advanced 
Levels. He initially went into photography and freelance 
reporting, for a year and a half before being appointed 
at the former Royal Victoria Hospital25 as a pharmacy 
technician in training, with the aim of proceeding to 
Ghana to study pharmacology. 

However, about a year later, he saw an advertisement 
for officer cadet in the Gambia Armed Forces, GAF, 
and resigned from his job at the hospital to join. 
They were sent to the National Army Training School 
for basic military training. He attended two training 
courses in Nigeria; at the Nigerian Defence Academy 
and the Command and Staff College. During his time 
in the Army, he also completed his Young Officer’s 
course in Ghana and acquired a Master’s degree in 
African Peace and Conflict Studies at the University 
of Bradford. He was sent to Sierra Leone as a United 
Nations Peacekeeper with the United Nations Mission 
in Sierra Leone, UNAMSIL and also to Darfur, Sudan 
as a Disarmament, Demobilization and Disintegration 
Officer. 

The witness explained the various positions he held 
in the GAF including public relations officer, PRO26, 
Battalion Adjutant at the infantry unit in Farafenni, 
Aide-de-Camp, ADC, to President Yahya Jammeh, 
military assistant to the Chief of Defence Staff and 
Inspector General of the GAF at the rank of Lieutenant 
Colonel. He then resigned from the army in 2013. 

When asked, the witness agreed that he was the first 
senior officer to ever resign from the army. He also 
responded that “fortunately”, he was not arrested, 
detained or tortured for resigning. He added that he 
was told by staff present at the State House that 
when President Yahya Jammeh was approving the 
resignation, the President said the witness would be 
begging him for a job after three months. Nonetheless, 
he had since moved on to do other things. When the 
Lead Council asked if he had a good relationship 
with Yahya Jammeh, he responded “a very, very good 
one”. Upon further probing, he explained that they 
were close as far as their working relationship was 
concerned. 

The Lead Counsel took Lamin Gano back to expand 
oh his earlier statement about not being tortured 
and asked what he meant by the use of the word 
“fortunately”. He explained that the period between 
the time he submitted his resignation and its approval 
took longer than usual. During that period he got 

25Now the Edward Francis Small Teaching Hospital.
26The witness stated that he served as PRO for the army multiple times during his employment at the army.
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messages from his colleagues, some of whom were 
senior officers in the GAF, attempting to persuade him 
to withdraw his resignation or to travel out of the country 
and send his resignation from outside. When asked why 
they were suggesting this, the witness responded that 
he believes it was based on their knowledge of Yahya 
Jammeh’s temperament. 

Lamin Gano further elucidated that his 
resignation was the first by someone 
of his level in the history of the GAF, 
thus his colleagues were concerned 
for his safety and security. This, he 
said was based on the unpredictability 
of President Yahya Jammeh who could 
have disapproved his resignation and 
followed it up with a kind of witch-hunt 
or tried to arrest or detain him. 
He concurred with the Lead Counsel that such an action 
would not have been lawful but over the time, Yahya 
Jammeh’s erratic decisions and actions had become 
evident. When the Lead Counsel suggested that such 
behaviour was related to Yahya Jammeh’s propensity to 
commit crimes and to violate the rights of Gambians, 
the witness replied that he did not personally have such 
experience with the then President. 

The Lead Counsel then spent some time attempting to 
extract an admission regarding Yahya Jammeh’s penchant 
for violating the rights of Gambians. However, despite his 
description of Yahya Jammeh as “somebody who could 
be…aggressive, violent…”, Lamin Gano insisted that he 
could only judge Yahya Jammeh based on his personal 
experience. He even suggested that perhaps something 
about Yahya Jammeh’s victims might have triggered his 
violent reactions towards them. Lamin Gano further tried 
to justify ex-President Jammeh’s behaviour by highlighting 
that some of the incidents that provoked Yahya Jammeh’s 
behaviour were in relation to attempts to overthrow him.

When the Lead Counsel asked the witness if the 
violence was wrong and unlawful, he retorted “in 
some cases.” However, when the Lead Counsel listed 
some of the crimes linked with Yahya Jammeh: 
extrajudicial killings, forced disappearances, 
tortures, rapes, unfair and unlawful dismissals, 
unlawful appropriation of people’s properties and 
misleading people into a treatment programme 
that was false were unlawful and an attack on the 
constitutionally guaranteed rights of The Gambian 
people, the witness agreed this was unlawful. 

The Lead Counsel then steered the testimony back 
to Lamin Gano’s role as ADC to ex-President Jammeh 
and asked him to describe his role. He explained that 
the role of an ADC included Very Important Person 
(VIP) protection, serving as personal assistant to the 
VIP and any other administrative issues around the 
office. He added that the role of an ADC starts when 
the President steps out of his house and it ends 
when he enters his house again. 

Lamin Gano was then asked about a pronouncement 
made by Yahya Jammeh in January, 2007 about 
medical treatments. Lamin Gano explained that 
Yahya Jammeh had convened a cabinet meeting, 
inviting all the press and made a declaration that 
he could treat HIV/AIDS. The witness was asked if 
he gave a statement to which he responded in the 
affirmative. The Lead Counsel then proceeded to 
have him confirm the statement the witness had 
written and signed earlier in the day before tendering 
it as an exhibit. 

When asked, Lamin Gano read out paragraph 3 
of his statement, which read: “The Presidential 
Alternative Treatment Programme began less than 
a month after my appointment. One day, in January, 
the President called his cabinet members and made 
a pronouncement that he had discovered a cure for 
HIV/AIDS.” The Lead Counsel then asked the witness 
to tell the Commission what Yahya Jammeh did with 
his purported breakthrough in curing HIV/AIDS. 
He responded that Jammeh started the treatment 
right away, using a hut about 100 metres from his 
residence as a treatment centre. 
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He went on to explain that before Yahya Jammeh came out, 
the patients would already be registered and assembled 
at the treatment centre. The medicines would be prepared 
beforehand and Yahya Jammeh would administer them 
to the patients. The Lead Counsel asked Lamin Gano 
which diseases Yahya Jammeh claimed he could cure. 
He listed HIV/AIDS, hypertension, asthma and infertility. 
He also confirmed that Yahya Jammeh claimed he could 
also treat people possessed by jinns27. He explained that 
sometimes some people would collapse when they get 
close to the ex-President and Yahya Jammeh would cure 
them by reciting verses and rubbing liquid on the patients 
until they returned to normalcy. 

The Lead Counsel asked the witness if he was present 
at the treatment programme and served as ADC. He 
responded in the affirmative. Lamin Gano was then 
presented with a stack of pictures, which he confirmed 
were taken during the treatment programme, and 
identified himself in the photos.

He explained that the asthma, hypertension and fertility 
treatments were very simple and straightforward, 
involving simply the drinking of some liquids. He went 
on to reveal that he had actually taken some of the 
“medicine” before. When asked if the medicine had any 
impact on him, he replied that the second day after he 
took the medicine, he noticed some black arches around 
his fingertips. When he showed them to Yahya Jammeh, 
he was told that it probably was “kuli”28 that might be 
coming out of the witness’ system.

When asked if the reaction was normal or if he was 
concerned, the witness was evasive. He claimed that 
he hardly gets sick, and was not into drinking herbal or 
western medicine and furthermore had not been paying 
attention to others reactions. He added that he was not 
worried because the reaction was minor. When asked, 
the witness equivocated he was neither convinced nor in 
doubt of the effectiveness of Yahya Jammeh’s treatment. 
However, he confirmed that he was swayed enough to 
recommend the treatment for hypertension for both his 
mother and cousin. They took the medicine one time only 
as instructed by Yahya Jammeh. 

Lamin Gano added that Yahya 
Jammeh had claimed that drinking 
one bottle or one glass of the 
concoction was sufficient to be 
cured of hypertension for good. The 
witness however revealed that both 
his mother and cousin were still 
hypertensive and in fact, his cousin 
recently suffered a stroke due to 
the hypertension. 
The Lead Counsel asked if Yahya Jammeh was 
truthful or deceptive to them. Smiling, the witness 
admitted the medicine for hypertension did not work, 
which the Lead Counsel pointed out was not an 
answer to his question. The Lead Counsel repeated 
his question. The witness responded that Yahya 
Jammeh failed them. The Lead Counsel said that he 
would continue to ask the question until the witness 
answered. The witness rebuffed the Lead Counsel by 
suggesting that failing to provide a promised service 
was not necessarily a lie. He added that, perhaps, 
Yahya Jammeh believed the treatment would work 
when he offered it. The Lead Counsel argued that his 
belief in the information did not change its character. 
The treatment did not cure hypertension; it was a lie. 
The witness said he would accept the Lead Counsel’s 
logic but preferred to use the word ‘failed’ instead 
of ‘lied’. The Lead Counsel said the definition of a 
lie is something that is not true. He asked Lamin 
Gano if it was correct that Yahya Jammeh had told 
them something that was not true. After trying to 
deflect again, the witness acquiesced that based on 
that definition, Yahya Jammeh lied to them.The Lead 
Counsel moved on to the people living with HIV/
AIDS, who Lamin Gano confirmed were treated by 
Yahya Jammeh. When asked how much time Yahya 
Jammeh claimed it would take to cure these people, 
the witness replied he could not remember the exact 

27Jinn or djinn are spirits or genies in Islamic mythology. 
28A type of fungal infection that affects areas around the legs, hands and feet, particularly the fingertips and nails.
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timeframe but suggested it was seven days. After being 
told by the Lead Counsel to return to his statement, 
the witness acknowledged that the President stated he 
would cure the patients within 3 days. “However, some of 
them ended up being there, until I left.” 

Responding to the Lead Counsel, the witness 
acknowledged he spent 18 months alongside the 
programme. The Lead Counsel stated ‘so Yahya Jammeh 
lied’. The witness agreed. The Lead Counsel asked 
if the witness had ever encountered anyone from the 
programme who said they had been cured of HIV/AIDS. 
The witness said he had never interacted with them 
outside the treatment centre.

Moving on, the Lead Counsel asked if Lamin Gano saw 
many people had been discharged under the pretence 
of being “cured” during the time he spent in the 
programme. The witness responded in the affirmative. 
The Lead Counsel then showed the witness pictures 
and asked whether these were pictures of people who 
claimed to have been cured of HIV/AIDS. The witness 
again assented, adding that discharge programmes were 
also organised.

When asked if he was surprised that 
some of the people in the photographs 
had testified before the Commission 
that they still have HIV, the witness 
said no and smiled. 
Pressing further, the Lead Counsel asked if the so-called 
treatment was a hoax. The witness claimed only Yahya 
Jammeh could tell – but agreed that the treatment failed. 
He said he could not say if the programme was carried out 
with good intentions or if it was all for drama. The Lead 
Counsel asked the witness to confirm that it did not work. 
The witness complied, adding that his mother and cousin 
show that the treatment did not work for hypertension. 
The Lead Counsel emphasised that the treatment also 
did not work for HIV and the witness nodded, but refused 
to give verbal affirmation. The witness claimed he really 
did not know - if the patients say it did not work, then 
perhaps it did not work. 

The Lead Counsel asked if the witness had ever seen 
the patients counselled about what to expect during 
Yahya Jammeh’s programme. The witness responded 
in the negative. When asked if any of the patients 
were given the opportunity to reject the treatment, 
the witness said no, not in his presence. The witness 
then told the Commission the patients were housed 
at a clinic in Bakau. The Lead Counsel asked the 
witness if they were free to go home, adding that 
some patients claimed they were kept under armed 
security. 

The witness replied he was not 
aware of the armed security, but he 
remembered Yahya Jammeh saying 
they would not be allowed to leave 
during the treatment. 
The Lead Counsel asked the witness if he saw the 
experience of the patients at the clinic as forced 
hospitalisation. The witness said if they saw it in 
that way, yes, it was. The Lead Counsel laughed and 
asked how the witness saw it. The witness said if they 
were informed and they approved and they accepted, 
then, it was a different ball game altogether. The 
Lead Counsel asked, given that patients said that 
they were not given a choice, would the witness 
accept it was forced hospitalisation? The witness 
said it depends on if they came voluntarily, giving the 
example of his mother did.

The Lead Counsel asked the witness how would he 
have felt if Yahya Jammeh had told his mother and his 
cousin that they would not go home from State House 
until they were cured. The witness responded that 
since HIV/AIDS is a deadly and incurable disease, he 
would have taken the deal. The Lead Counsel asked 
if Yahya Jammeh could cure the incurable, would the 
witness have submitted? The witness responded in 
the affirmative, adding that no one knew whether it 
was going to work at the beginning. The Lead Counsel 
countered that eventually it became clear, and the 
witness nodded in affirmation.
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The Lead Counsel requested the witness to elaborate on 
his understanding of the genesis of the treatment. The 
witness remembered there was an officer at the State 
House who claimed his grandfather or his relative in 
Nuimi had discovered the treatment for HIV/AIDS. When 
this information was given to President Yahya Jammeh, 
he took ownership of that medicine.

The Lead Counsel asked the witness if he could tell them 
who the officer was. The witness said Captain Saihou 
Jallow. The Lead Counsel was looking at the witness’ 
statement and asked if he could he read the last 
sentence paragraph 19, page 6. The witness read: “As 
an opinionated person, I believe that, President Jammeh 
took the treatment over, from that man, took ownership of 
it. However, there must have been a part of the treatment, 
which he had not done correctly. Therefore, it did not work.” 
The Lead Counsel, smiling, had the witness confirm he 
thought Yahya Jammeh missed something and that the 
treatment did not work. After a final back and forth, the 
witness again grudgingly acknowledged that because the 
cure failed, it was false. 

The Lead Counsel concluded his questioning and handed 
the witness over to the Chair and Commissioners. The 
Chair thanked Lamin Gano for testifying before the 
Commission, and asked whose idea it was for the witness’ 
mother to join the programme. The witness responded 
that he had relayed the information to his family, and 
since hypertension is an incurable disease, they decided 
to give it a try. He affirmed it was collective decision. The 
Chair then opened the floor to the other Commissioners. 

Bishop Odico asked about the whereabouts of the 
scientific proof of the supposed cure for HIV. The witness 
responded that an Al Jazeera reporter brought the same 
issue to Yahya Jammeh when he stated that this being 
a global disease, the World Health Organisation should 
be involved. Yahya Jammeh’s response was simply that 
if Coca-Cola was not revealing their secret, he was not 
going reveal his secret. He said there was no scientific 
basis to the whole issue. 

Imam Sey asked if Yahya Jammeh ever told the witness 
how he acquired the knowledge to cure HIV/AIDS. The 

witness said he was never told where Yahya Jammeh 
got the knowledge. He added that Yahya Jammeh 
would tell them that the “jinns” he worked with cured 
people in meetings. He implied that Yahya Jammeh 
gained his knowledge from the family line. Imam Sey 
then asked about the whereabouts of the witness’ 
parents. The witness responded his parents were 
still alive, but were ill. The Commissioner prayed for 
Allah to cure them. 

Imam Jallow asked the witness to clarify the truth 
in this whole episode. When he asked ‘What is the 
opposite of an angel?’ Lamin Gano responded ‘devil’. 
The Commissioner asked, in that case, could the 
witness confirm that Yahya Jammeh was not an 
angel? And if he was not an angel, what was he? 
The witness said sometimes, he would be an angel. 
Sometimes, he would not be an angel. Imam Jallow 
laughed and the witness smiled.

Commissioner Kinteh told the witness that, they 
had learnt from various witnesses that the moment 
the concoctions were administered on them, they 
experienced several reactions, including vomiting. He 
asked Lamin Gano if a patient vomited, would they 
be asked to come back and drink again until they 
stopped vomiting. The witness said yes, needed to 
take the medicine again, so that it could be absorbed 
in your system. The Commissioner said the second 
reaction is diarrhoea.  

Commissioner Kinteh then asked if there were 
different medicines being taken. The witness said yes, 
there were different combinations and concoctions. 
Commissioner Kinteh said Lamin Gano had told them 
that he also drank the concoctions. The witness said 
they took almost all of them because Yahya Jammeh 
would say that they could also cure other ailments. 
The witness was asked if he was taking the same 
quantity as the actual patients. The witness said no, 
they were just taking it randomly. The Commissioner 
asked the witness, even given the lower quantities 
of medicine he was taking, what reactions did he 
encounter in the process. The witness said personally, 
he had no reaction. 
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Lamin Gano said his concluding remarks would be directed 
to three types of people. The first were colleagues in the 
armed forces, in particular, and young people in general. 
The second audience was civil servants, and the third 
was His Excellency, The President of The Republic and 
The Commander-In-Chief of The Gambia Armed Forces. 

He added that he used to be a blogger during the political 
season of 2016 until the impasse. On his last blog he 
apparently wrote: “I have never committed a human rights 
violation. I have never witnessed a human rights violation. I 
have even not heard anyone who comes to me, telling me 
about human rights violations that they have committed.” 
He further said somebody contacted him and said: “What 
you are saying, it is like a man who has been selling palm 
oil for 16 years, and he said he has never been stained by 
palm oil.” 

The witness said despite the comment, his statement 
was true, and he wanted to share it for the benefit of his 
colleagues in the armed forces and Gambian youths in 
general. He added that a message he wanted to convey 
to soldiers and youths was to always remember God and 
thank Him when He blesses you. He also said usually 
we remember God most when we are in adversity, and 
we forget about him, when we are blessed. He said he 
believed that God had answered his prayers.

He moved to address civil servants. After Yahya Jammeh 
left, Lamin Gano continued, he decided he would return to 
The Gambia to contribute. From his arrival in March 2017 
to May 2018 was the most frustrating part of his life. His 
return coincided with the United Nations Development 
Programme advertising for a security sector reform 
position with The Gambia government. They were asking 
for: a Master’s degree, experience in security, and service 
with the United Nations. He ticked all the boxes, so he 
applied, but they sent him an email asking him to reapply 
due to a computer error.  He reapplied, and they emailed 
him again a few weeks later with the same statement. 
The witness said that after the third time he was invited 
to an exam, but that was the end of it. Later on he heard 
that there was a senior member of the government who 
was part of the coalition who had said that Lamin Gano 
was not in support of the coalition during the campaign 
and the impasse, which is why they did not want to work 
with him. That vacancy was never filled. 

A few months later the United States Agency 
advertised a position for a security adviser. He 
applied, and was successful. They informed him that 
they were waiting for confirmation from Washington. 
He further said after a few weeks, he was informed 
that, they had given the position to someone else and 
the reason was because Lamin Gano was associated 
with Yahya Jammeh - they were afraid that he may 
have been involved in some “shady things” and it 
would be embarrassing for them for their personnel 
to be dragged into a TRRC or court procedure. 

The witness decided if he could not work for his 
government or for international organisations in his 
country, he would open his own business. He started 
the process of applying for a license to operate a 
private security company, which culminated with the 
approval of the permanent secretary at the Ministry of 
Interior. The witness said he passed all the hurdles, 
but the minister said he would not sign it because he 
was still unsure if Lamin Gano was completely clean. 

After that, the witness said he gave up on Gambia and 
then moved to the United Kingdom with the intention 
to resettle in England. But luckily, a few months later, 
a new minister was appointed and approved the 
witness’ license. He returned in May 2018 to start 
Five Star Security. Hence, his advice to civil servants 
was for them to open up their minds and their hearts 
and to accommodate everyone, even if they differ in 
political affiliation.

He then said his final advice was for His Excellency 
the President and Commander-In-Chief. Lamin Gano 
recounted that when he went to Ghana for training 
in 2005, then Ghanaian President John Kufuor had 
just started his second mandate. He took over 
from President Jerry Rawlings, popularly known as 
JJ, one of the most charismatic and eloquent West 
African presidents. However, he also alluded to the 
execution of high profile officers in broad daylight 
during Jerry Rawlings tenure29. Lamin Gano stated 
that when he came to Ghana four years after Jerry 
Rawling’s presidency, his successor John Kufuor had 
successfully wiped out all the traces of Jerry Rawlings 

29Likely a reference to the executions of at least eight military leaders during Jerry Rawling’s 1979 coup.
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from the military. Senior officers of the Ghana Armed 
Forces were preaching the doctrine of civilian oversight of 
military institutions and hailing the beauty of democracy 
and good governance. Lamin Gano’s deduction from 
this situation, as well as the research that he did at his 
master’s was that, the soldiers in the military are as fluid 
as water. They take the shape of whatever container you 
put them in. 

He added that, if soldiers have a dictatorial commander-
in-chief or government they become monsters and devils. 
If they have a commander-in-chief who is a prophet, they 
would behave like angels. So, his advice to his Excellency 
The President and Commander-In-Chief of The Gambia 
Armed Forces, is to take ownership and responsibility of 
the GAF and let him shape them for the benefit of the 
country. He added that there are more than 6000 youths 
among the soldiers who are physically, mentally and 
psychologically fit who could be an asset to the country. 
They could play key roles in international peacekeeping or 
other development initiatives like engineering, agriculture, 
or information technology. Lamin Gano concluded by 
thanking everyone for having him. 

The Chair thanked Lamin Gano for coming before 
asking one quick clarifying question: how could the 
witness say he did not witness violations of people’s 
human rights when, for 18 months, he watched 
the progression of the President’s programme. 
The witness said he would change “human rights 
violations” with solely torture and extrajudicial 
killings. The Lead Counsel chimed in that the forced 
drinking of horrible concoctions under conditions 
of forced imprisonment is not only inhuman and 
degrading; it was also torture. 

The witness nodded in acknowledgement saying they 
would leave it at that. The Chair again thanked Lamin 
Gano and told him his mother and his cousin were 
also victims of human rights violations, thus ending 
the testimony.

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jammeh

Deprivation of liberty

Yahya Jammeh

The Chair thanked Lamin Gano for coming before asking one 
quick clarifying question: how could the witness say he did 
not witness violations of people’s human rights when, for 
18 months, he watched the progression of the President’s 

programme. The witness said he would change “human rights 
violations” with solely torture and extrajudicial killings. The 
Lead Counsel chimed in that the forced drinking of horrible 
concoctions under conditions of forced imprisonment is not 

only inhuman and degrading; it was also torture. 
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Lamin Moko Ceesay, a survivor of Jammeh’s fake HIV/AIDS treatment programme. Persons living with HIV/AIDS 
who enroled in the programme were subjected to massages (including of private parts), prayers, and the 
consumption of various concoctions, whilst being filmed without their informed consent.
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HIV 2 to study the effects of the virus. In 2011, he 
moved to Dakar where he was a senior scientist and 
helped establish the West African platform for HIV 
intervention research at Cheikh Anta Diop University 
in Dakar. The Lead Counsel then had the witness 
go over about 50 of his 85 scholarly publications 
and discuss various aspects of HIV research, the 
significance of the peer-reviewed journals he published 
in, the number of students (both Gambian and 
foreign) whose PhDs he supervised, and the various 
professional associations of which he is a member. 
The Lead Counsel then showed the Commissioners 
the witness’ CV, which was appropriately thick. 

While the first drugs were developed in the late 
1980s, Dr. Assan Jaye continued, they were not found 
to be effective due to the virus’ ability to mutate and 
change is sequence. This, he said, is connected to 
one of the biggest issues with HIV - it integrates 
into DNA, which makes it essentially impossible 
to cure. Thus, before the widespread availability of 
antiretroviral drugs, testing positive for the virus was 
essentially a death sentence. Additionally, because it 
was known as a sexually transmitted disease, STD, 
the stigma of having the virus was also significant. 
The fear and stigma attached to the virus, in addition 
to its complexity, made it one of the biggest issues in 
global medicine in the 1990s and 2000s. 

The witness then explained how their cohort was a 
part of trials for combivir32 in 1997 after receiving 
approval from a medical ethics committee. In response 
to questions from the Lead Counsel, he explained 
how any research must receive ethical approval in 
which everything from recruitment, informed consent, 

WITNESS NAME: Dr. Assan JAYE

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 14th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The Presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Research fellow at 
the Medical Research Council

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): HIV immunology group 
leader and later the interim head for viral disease 
programme at MRC

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Not mentioned

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Dr. Assan Jaye began his testimony by describing his 
educational trajectory from studying to be a veterinarian 
in Nigeria in the late 1980s to completing a PhD in 
immunology and molecular biology in the United Kingdom. 
He returned to The Gambia in 1993 on a post-doctoral 
fellowship with the Medical Research Council, MRC, to 
study viral infections, which included HIV 230, measles, 
Hepatitis B, and tuberculosis co-infections with HIV. One 
of the unique aspects of their programme, which was 
among the top centres worldwide, is they had patients 
with both HIV 1 and HIV 2, the latter of which is rarer, 
and were able to compare how the infections progressed 
side by side. 

The Lead Counsel then asked the witness to spell out 
his prestigious scholarships and considerable accolades 
such as being the first Gambian in the African Academy of 
Sciences and holding a high position at MRC. The witness 
then outlined the history of the HIV virus, describing how 
HIV 1 jumped from chimpanzees to humans in central 
Africa in the early 1930s and HIV 2 jumped from sooty 
mangabey monkeys to people in Guinea Bissau in the 
1940s31. His research was directed at understanding 
why HIV 2 did not progress as quickly in humans as HIV 
1. 

Moving back to his qualifications, he confirmed that from 
2008 to 2011 he was the HIV immunology group leader 
in the Viral Diseases Programme Unit and later became 
interim head of the programme. He was part of the team 
that built a cohort of 1600 patients with both HIV 1 and 

30There are two different types of the HIV virus. HIV 1, which is much more common, is more virulent and infectious 
with a higher rate of mortality than HIV 2 which is more common West Africa, is less fatal, and progresses more slowly.
31Hence, the witness said, the relatively higher prevalence of HIV 2 in Lusophone countries. 
32Combivir was one of the first single-pill drugs that combined multiple antiretrovirals to be approved for use in managing 
HIV/AIDS.
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The Lead Counsel then asked Dr. Assan Jaye to 
explain the different between HIV and AIDS. The 
witness explained that you can be infected with HIV, 
yet not have AIDS. There are four stages to HIV. In 
the first stage, the patient is asymptomatic and is 
likely identified through a positive antibody test. They 
can remain asymptotic for 3-10 years if they have 
HIV 1, and for two decades for HIV 2. In stage two, 
the witness continued, patients develop respiratory 
problems and even digestive infections, but it is 
technically still not AIDS as the CD4 count is still 
relatively high. While patients in stages one and 
two were tested every 3 to 4 months and received 
counselling, they were not given the antiretroviral 
treatment as it had been proven that asymptomatic 
patients had a strong immune response and could 
fight the virus by themselves.

Moving on, stage three, he said, is where the CD4 
count drops and the patient experiences weight loss 
of 10% of the previously healthy weight combined 
with severe diarrhoea and co-infections. At stage 
four the person looks completely emaciated and 
may have tuberculosis or hepatitis B. Stages three 
and four are AIDS. Once a patient in stage three 
was approved by the eligibility committee created 
with the Global Fund, MRC and the government, they 
would be started on the treatment. Essentially, the 
Lead Counsel summarised, from the very beginning 
ethical standards were in place and patients received 
extensive counselling, care, and monitoring of their 
condition to the point where the service was tailored 
to meet their individual needs.

With the treatment they were offering, Dr. Assan Jaye 
continued, the majority of those who were in stage 
three or four reverted to stage one and two. He said 
one of the keys to their success was the support 
groups which fostered confidence and trust between 
the medical staff and the patients. Reading from 
his written statement, the Lead Counsel confirmed 
that while he was the head of the viral programme 
at MRC they were successful in suppressing the viral 
load and increasing the CD4 counts in 90% of the 
patients. 

method of drug delivery, scope of patient care, and follow 
up are all scrutinised. The witness agreed that medical 
research is undergirded by ethical considerations. 

Despite the hubbub around combivir, Dr. Assan Jaye 
continued, the results of their study were suboptimal 
as some of the patients developed drug resistance. 
Furthermore, he said, clinicians at the time had a difficult 
time managing the patients. Due to the myriad of ways the 
disease and the treatment affected patients’ day-to-day 
lives, it became clear they needed significant counselling 
for various physiological issues as well as assistance in 
areas like nutrition for the treatment to be effective. In 
response, MRC recruited many field workers and trained 
them how to do detailed follow up in order to ensure the 
treatment was as successful as possible. Every three 
months, despite the significant cost, they would collect 
samples from all patients, and do CD4 counts and viral 
load tests. He said they had the ability to do the viral load 
assessment, as well as the much more complicated pro-
viral load test33 of the DNA, at MRC.

In 2000, the witness continued, another class of anti-
HIV drugs was released. When combined with previous 
discoveries, this treatment became known as highly 
active antiretroviral therapy, HAART, and it changed the 
way doctors treated patients with HIV/AIDS. In short, 
the witness said that it made HIV a chronic illness like 
diabetes. As long as a patient stays on their drugs, they 
can have a productive life. In fact, the drugs can make 
the viral load drop so low it is undetectable, at which 
point the patient cannot transmit the virus to others. The 
witness was explicit that the HAART treatment was not 
a cure for HIV/AIDS, but it did take what was once a 
death sentence and make it a manageable disease. The 
most recent innovation in the struggle against HIV/AIDS, 
he said, was pre-exposure prophylaxis, PrEP, a single 
injection given every 3 to 4 months to a member of a 
vulnerable population that can protect the patient if they 
are later exposed to HIV. 

HAART, the witness continued, was proven effective 
around 2004, and became available in The Gambia with 
financial support from the Global Fund. MRC already had 
a long history of providing quality care and follow up with 
large cohorts, so the HAART treatment was seamlessly 
incorporated into that system. 

33Pro-viral load tests are a way to detect minute amounts of the virus. 
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“So the infection became a manageable 
chronic disease which allows patients 
to have a productive life,” the witness 
testified. “This was the situation in 
2005.”
The Chair then agreed it was a good time for a break, 
but not before the Lead Counsel asked if his comments 
about the importance of medicine being based on 
scientific evidence as opposed to intuition were directed 
at then American President Donald Trump. 

After the break, the Lead Counsel asked the witness how 
he felt when he heard that then President Yahya Jammeh 
had announced that he had a cure for HIV/AIDS, as well 
as for hypertension and asthma, in January 2007. He 
responded that while it was surprising and worrying, at 
the time they thought it was just political rhetoric, as the 
former President was known to make such proclamations. 
However, their worries deepened when they heard he was 
on the verge of organising a treatment clinic. Citing an 
interview where Yahya Jammeh said he wanted to be a 
doctor, the witness said he believed the former President 
undertook this effort because he felt something was 
missing in his life and wanted to stoke his self-esteem. 

He added that Yahya Jammeh was 
also trying to bolster his legitimacy 
by portraying himself has having 
mystical powers and the ability to 
treat conditions that others could not. 
However, the witness admitted, he never thought the 
former President would actually reach the extent of 
practicing what he preached.

Dr. Assan Jaye then explained that what struck him upon 
hearing Jammeh’s pronouncement was the fact that a 
cure for HIV is virtually impossible. He then explained in 
scientific detail how the HIV virus integrates into the DNA 
of the patient. 

The witness attested that Yahya 
Jammeh’s statement that he could 
cure HIV in three days was simply 
false. 
When Yayha Jammeh made his announcement, the 
witness aid, and many members of their research 
cohort of 1,600 people indicated they were leaving 
the MRC programme for the Presidential Alternative 
Treatment Programme, PATP. The witness explained 
that they could not stop the patients and had to 
create a discharge process, which indicated they 
were leaving the cohort and moving over. During 
the discharge, they gave counselling on the risks 
of leaving the conventional treatment. When asked 
why the president’s programme was so alluring, the 
witness reasoned that the President was promising 
a cure, which they at MRC could not. He later added 
it was compounded by the fact the claim was coming 
from Yahya Jammeh himself. 

The Lead Counsel then brought up Yahya Jammeh 
reciting verses from the Quran during the supposed 
treatment. Dr. Assan Jaye responded that he saw 
part of the treatment on Al Jazeera, but that in 
general he did not follow it because it was devoid of 
scientific procedure. He said that he was shocked at 
the irresponsibility of the President’s claim, saying 
as the leader of the country he should be protecting 
people’s lives. The witness explained that multiple 
traditional healers in other countries had claimed 
to have a cure for HIV/AIDS, but none had been 
scientifically proven to be successful.

The witness recalled that those who returned to MRC 
after short stints in the president’s programme were 
not severely affected and were able to restart the 
conventional treatment. They returned because they 
felt no improvement with the president’s programme 
and came to believe it was bogus. Indeed, according 
to the witness, the longer they stayed in the 
programme the worse their condition deteriorated, 
until they came back to MRC and restarted their 
therapy. Tragically, some of the patients never came 
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In retrospect, Dr. Assan Jaye said transferring the 
programme was the correct response, especially 
considering how Yahya Jammeh responded to 
questioning of his so-called cure. The first victim 
of the President’s anger was the United Nations 
Development Program, UNDP, representative who was 
declared a person non grata35. After doing this to an 
international diplomat, the witness said, any Gambian 
would be scared to speak out, as the consequences 
would be grave. The witness said he heard Yahya 
Jammeh also made threatening comments towards 
international scientists who questioned his therapy. 

Threats that seemed to target the 
witness specifically - “those who 
think they are Gambian experts in 
Senegal” - were transmitted to him 
through other people. 
The Lead Counsel then asked the witness if the 
former President sought validation of his alleged 
treatment by sending samples for testing. The witness 
responded that he saw it reported in the Observer 
newspaper36 that Professor Souleymane  Mboup 
had done tests in Dakar. However, two weeks later 
Professor Mboup published a letter clarifying that 
he had never conducted any tests, and that any 
statement the samples were tested in his lab was 
false37. The Professor’s statement was followed by 
an editorial in the Observer castigating Professor 
Mboup, and a public announcement that further 
testing would be done in Egypt.

Dr. Assan Jaye again pointed out that even if the CD4 
count had increased and their viral load decreased, 
without the pro-viral DNA test they could not really 
say whether a patient had been cured or not. When 
asked if he had ever seen an individual cured of 
HIV/AIDS, the witness responded he wishes he 
had because he would be nominated for a Nobel 
Prize. Instead, he said, when Gambian researchers 
attended international scientific conferences fellow 
attendees would sarcastically ask why they were 
researching HIV when the President already had a 
cure. 

back to MRC. Whenever Yahya Jammeh would announce 
someone as being “absent” on TV, the medical staff at 
MRC recognised their name from the extensive follow up 
they had previously done. 

“It was sad,” the Lead Counsel read 
from the witness’ statement, as they 
had seen these patients at a good 
level of health, “but unfortunately, the 
President shortened their lives.”
When the Lead Counsel pointed out that was a strong 
statement, Dr. Assan Jaye stayed his ground, pointing out 
that he was the person in charge of the HIV programme 
at MRC at the time and it was something he knew 
very well. He reinforced that all those who left the 
conventional programme for Yahya Jammeh’s had been 
leading productive lives as citizens of the country. He 
said the people in the Santa Yallah group were in the 
best position to detail exactly who passed away, and said 
anyone refuting that there was death should speak with 
members of the group. 

The president’s programme, the witness continued, put 
MRC’s HIV clinic in the uncomfortable position of having 
a research mandate that clashed with the interests of 
the nation’s most powerful individual. In response, they 
decided to close the HIV clinic at MRC. The witness 
clarified they organised a smooth transition where they 
provided resources and training to staff at the Royal 
Victoria Teaching Hospital34, RVTH and Hands on Care 
before transferring the patients to these facilities. He 
specifically cited a doctor at Hands on Care who had 
previously been one of the most experienced doctors 
at MRC. They made sure that the Global Fund would 
continue its financial commitment to ensure patients 
could still receive their drugs free of charge. As a part of 
the transfer, he acknowledged, they had meetings with the 
Santa Yallah and other support groups. In the meetings 
members of the group would “wail” and deplore that 
MRC was leaving them to die. “That was not easy for us,” 
he recalled. Nonetheless, the transfer went smoothly, the 
HIV treatment at MRC was closed, and the research was 
continued from Senegal.

34Now known as the Edward Francis Small Teaching Hospital.
35In February 2007 Yahya Jammeh gave Fadzai Gwaradzimba 48 hours to leave the country after she published a letter asking that 
the former president’s “cure” be tested in a laboratory. See Reuters, Gambia expels UN official for AIDS “cure” criticism.
36The observer was owned by long-time Jammeh confidant Amadou Samba since May 1999.
37See The Body Pro, Statement on the Gambian Government’s Unproven Claim of a Cure for AIDS .

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-gambia-aids-un-s-idUSL2343601120070223
https://www.thebodypro.com/article/statement-gambian-governments-unproven-claim-cure-aids
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Dr. Assan Jaye then reiterated that 
Yahya Jammeh’s programme was 
bogus, false, exploitative of vulnerable 
people, criminal and the work of a 
quack, charlatan, and fraud. 
The Lead Counsel then turned over the witness to the 
Commissioners for questioning. Commissioner Kah 
asked the witness whether it would be possible to move 
their research back to The Gambia so the country can 
benefit from his work. Dr. Assan Jaye responded it was 
possible, but neither easy nor likely. He explained the 
challenge of building a cohort, and how it is very difficult 
to build back trust and confidence with donors after it 
has been destroyed. The Commissioner indicated he 
still believed it could be done, and then asked how 
they could ensure there would never be a reoccurrence 
of such activities. The witness said this was a difficult 
question, but, citing a message from the Quran, argued 
that Gambians needed to do some introspection of their 
virtues. 

He suggested that Yahya Jammeh’s 
rule was caused by, abetted by, and 
exacerbated the general loss of the 
culture of honesty and integrity.
The Deputy Chair then asked the witness to clarify The 
Gambia’s ability to do viral load testing. The witness 
responded that initially MRC was the only place with the 
capacity, but that they transferred the technology and 
know-how to the labs at RVTH. However, he said he did 
not know whether they kept doing the testing after he left. 
He specified that they would not have had the ability to do 
the pro-viral load testing, which was only ever limited to 
MRC.  He said that samples were sent abroad because 
in the beginning RVTH did not have the technology to do 
the viral load test or the CD4 count until MRC donated 
the machines. 

Imam Sey then offered his thanks and asked the witness 
if HIV was on the increase or decrease in The Gambia. 
The witness responded that prevalence was reducing 

because of their efforts, but that if the country does 
not have a good treatment programme, the virus 
could come back. 

Imam Jallow then asked the witness what African 
leaders or the World Health Organization, WHO, 
could have done to stop Yahya Jammeh? The 
witness replied that based on the former President’s 
psychological predilections, he believes the WHO 
could not have influenced him one way or the other. 
He also cited South African President Thabo Mbeki’s 
statement disregarding treatment and the negative 
consequences it had for patients. 

The Chair chimed in that he did not believe the WHO 
would have referred the issue to the United Nations 
Security Council with a request for sanctions. He 
revealed that when the former UNDP representative 
was declared a person non grata, Secretary General 
Ban Ki Moon initially wanted to close the entire 
United Nations programme in The Gambia, but later 
backed down as he did not want to punish the entire 
Gambian population for an action they were not party 
too. Instead, the former Secretary General issued a 
statement.

Commissioner Jones, citing how patients testified 
the president’s concoctions caused them to vomit, 
asked if doctors at MRC ever studied the drugs that 
were given to patients in the president’s programme. 
The witness replied in the negative, pointing out 
that MRC did not have a pharmacology or toxicology 
analysis section, and that they were more focused 
on saving the patient than investigating what they 
had been taking. The witness went on to say that 
the vomiting was an important point, as medicine, 
whether herbal or chemical, is a poison. Vomiting 
is one of many signs that the dose is too strong. 
As vomiting is not a symptom of HIV at any stage, 
what the patients described was clearly caused by 
whatever the then president was giving them. 

Commissioner Kinteh then clarified that indeed the 
technology for the viral load count was imparted on 
a facility in the Gambian healthcare system. When 
the Commissioner pointed out that they had received 
testimony that there was no place in the Gambia to 
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to explain that if MRC was shut down it would be 
a great loss to The Gambia considering scientific 
acclaim the centre brings to the country in addition 
to the money, jobs, and training for the Gambian 
health system. A letter with the same message was 
also passed to State House. While everything was in 
limbo, the British High Commissioner intervened and 
eventually the MRC was allowed to stay open. 

In his closing remarks, Dr. Assan Jaye expressed 
his pleasure to acquaint the Commission with the 
history of HIV treatment in The Gambia. He again 
expressed his sadness that people who were not 
supposed to die passed away. He complimented the 
TRRC as a reconciliation procedure, but again urged 
Gambians to be introspective and strive for integrity 
and honesty. He said peaceful, productive life is not 
dictated by money or positions or power, but instead 
underpinned by a desire to see one’s country grow. 
He admonished Gambians to be more disciplined. 
He said he hopes the TRRC allows people to do 
some introspection and figure out how to solve 
problems amongst themselves. He again thanked 
the Commissioners, and wished them well on behalf 
of the entire nation. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jammeh

Wilful misrepresentation

Yahya Jammeh

do a viral load analysis, the witness said he was unaware 
of what happened after he relocated to Senegal around 
ten years ago. He reiterated that RVTH was provided 
with a CD4 count machine and the technology to do a 
viral load test. Moving on, the witness agreed that The 
Gambia lost valuable human resources as a result of the 
president’s programme, but said that MRC has continued 
to assist the Gambian health care system in various 
ways. He pointed specifically to the resources put into 
the national lab for COVID detection. In response to the 
Commissioner’s final question, he clarified that PrEP was 
being rolled out in Kenya but not yet in The Gambia, and 
that it was not a vaccine, but is very effective. 

The Chair then asked if the witness ever raised questions 
about the programme with former President Yahya 
Jammeh. The witness responded that he never engaged 
him on his programme. He said the expulsion of the 
UNDP representative early on sent a message to MRC 
leadership to be careful when engaging the president on 
this manner. 

The Lead Counsel then jumped back in to ask about 
Yahya Jammeh’s attempts to collaborate with MRC on the 
matter. The witness responded that when he was in Dakar, 
he got a call from the director of MRC saying that Jammeh 
had sent them a letter suggesting they collaboration a 
clinical trial of his asthma and hypertension “medicine.” 
After discussing, they responded that they could not do a 
clinical trial on herbal medicine that had not been tested 
at a laboratory level. The State House responded with a 
short, rude statement along the lines of “the President 
does not even want your help.” 

Later, when Ebola struck countries to the south of The 
Gambia38, the MRC was asked to run trials for a potential 
vaccine, which was approved by the Gambian ethics 
committee. When the BBC reported39 vaccine trials 
would be taking place in The Gambia (along with Mali and 
the United States), Yahya Jammeh did not take the news 
well, believing it would involve Gambians being exposed 
to Ebola. He announced he would close MRC. A group of 
people at MRC tried to approach him to explain how the 
treatment would proceed, but he rejected an audience 
with them.  They then put together a delegation of elders 

38Between December 2013 and June 2016 over 11,000 people died in Guinea, Sierra Leone, and Liberia during an 
outbreak of the Ebola virus. 
39See BBC, Use Ebola survivors’ blood - WHO

https://www.bbc.com/news/health-29084254
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WITNESS NAME: Protected Witness

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 15th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The support his organisation 
gave to patients with HIV/AIDs; his views about the 
Presidential Alternative Treatment Programme after 
receiving patients who were discharged from the 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Medical Practitioner

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Gave treatment, care, 
and support to patients who were discharged from The 
Presidential Alternative Treatment Programme

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Medical 
Practitioner

The witness told the Commission that he was a physician 
that specialised in HIV/AIDS since 1991 and had 
received his training in the United Kingdom. He focused 
on clinical work, but also dealt with laboratory matters 
and test results. In 2004, the witness left his original 
place of work for an organisation that was more focused 
on taking care of people with HIV/AIDs. 

When the Lead Counsel asked the witness to explain 
the operations of the job that he worked at from 1991 
to 2004, the witness began by telling them that the 
patients that he saw were first given pre-test counselling. 
After the pre-test counselling, the patient would be given 
a HIV blood test. Once the test results are received, the 
patient would be asked to confirm that they are ready to 
listen to the results of the test. Once the confirmation 
is received, the counsellor will then tell the patient the 

results. If the results are positive, the counsellor will 
explain what HIV is and how it can be transmitted 
sexually. The Lead Counsel then asked the witness 
what steps are taken after a patient received a 
positive result to enrol them into treatment, care, 
and support. The witness answered that part of the 
protocol was emphasising to the patient that they 
are HIV positive, and that the most common way they 
may have contracted it would be through unprotected 
sexual intercourse with another HIV positive person. 

The Lead Counsel asked if treatment, care, and 
support automatically lead to antiretroviral therapy 
and the witness said no. The witness explained that 
at that point, what happened to the patients is based 
on their consent. Consent needs to be given before 
the patient can start antiretroviral therapy. That is 
where pre-antiretroviral therapy comes in. The patient 
learns what antiretroviral therapy is, how it works, the 
side effects, how the treatment is given, and what 
they need to do to prepare for antiretroviral therapy.  
According to the witness, a patient must go through at 
least three pre-antiretroviral therapy sessions before 
they can begin, ensuring that they are well informed on 
what HIV is, how the disease progresses, opportunist 
infections, and how antiretroviral therapy may interact 
with other drugs. The witness also highlighted that 
teaching the patients the importance of following the 
prescribed treatment schedule, maintaining regular 
appointments, and informing your partner of your 
status was all a part of the pre-antiretroviral therapy. 

The witness then went on to explain the process of 
officially admitting an HIV positive patient into the 
programme. He said that after the counselling and 
advice on adherence, a screening would be done. 
The screening involved things such as tuberculosis 
and reproductive health tests. The screening also 
involved a CD4 count test as well as a hepatitis 
test. The witness emphasised that if the patient 
is pregnant, the screening would be especially 
focused on attempting to protect the unborn child 
from contracting HIV from the mother. After the 
screening, the type of HIV the patient is diagnosed 
with will directly affect the treatment regimen that 
they would be started on. The Lead Counsel then 
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interjected and asked the witness to confirm that they 
did not just diagnose a patient with HIV and give them 
any old medicine. The witness explained they followed 
a particular protocol, which comprised of counselling, 
screenings, and assessment. 

The Lead Counsel then asked the 
witness if he believed that it would be 
reckless for an HIV positive person to 
be given treatment without following 
the protocol, and the witness answered 
that he believes it is, adding he would 
consider it to be highly inappropriate. 
The Lead Counsel then asked the witness to elaborate on 
the next step and the witness explained that the patients 
would be given prophylaxes to help prevent opportunistic 
infections. When the Lead Counsel inquired if there were 
universal guidelines that were to be followed on treating 
a person with HIV, the witness responded yes, there are 
national HIV guidelines that are based on the World Health 
Organisation’s 2013 guidelines. The witness said that 
ideally, all care providers, including laboratory support, 
use these standard operating procedures. The Lead 
Counsel then requested the witness take them through 
the decision-making process of enrolling a patient into 
the HIV treatment programme. 

The witness began by explaining that the treatment 
programme required teamwork. Everyone from the 
doctors and counsellors, to the enrolment team to the 
support staff are responsible for comprehensive HIV 
treatment. Enrolling a patient into the antiretroviral 
therapy programme is a team decision. After going 
through the pre-antiretroviral therapy and screening 
that the witness had previously explained, a readiness 
committee would decide whether to admit a patient 
based on the recommendation of the pre-antiretroviral 
therapy counsellors. 

The next step after the patient has been approved to 
begin antiretroviral therapy would be to start the patient 
on prophylaxes such as septrin to prevent opportunistic 
infections. They also deworm the patient. After the 

patient has gone through the preparatory phase of 
antiretroviral therapy they are officially initiated on the 
right antiretroviral therapy based on their individual 
HIV diagnosis. The Lead counsel questioned the 
witness on what kind of medicine the patients 
would be given, and the witness responded that the 
medicine given is based on the type of HIV type the 
patient has. The patient is frequently reminded that 
the drugs they are given during treatment will not 
cure them. In response to this, The Lead Counsel 
then asked the witness what the purpose of the 
drugs were if they did not cure the patients. 

The witness explained that the drugs prevent and 
slow down the replication of the virus in the blood 
and overall improve the patient’s quality of life. He 
also informed the Commission that once the patient 
is taking the drugs, they could not easily transmit 
the disease. The Lead Counsel asked the witness if 
it was a fact that patients who follow the treatment 
have a 95% chance of not transmitting the virus and 
the witness agreed. The Lead Counsel then asked the 
witness how he would rate the national programme 
on caring for people on treatment and people living 
with HIV/AIDS as of December 2006. The witness 
responded that he would say it was successful. He 
added the programme involved antiretroviral therapy, 
educational support, as well as nutritional support. 
The patients were being trained into skills and were 
receiving proper, treatment, care, and support. 

The Lead Counsel then questioned the witness on 
the effect that the Presidential Alternative Treatment 
Programme had on his programme in January 2007. 

The witness told the Lead Counsel 
that about 20 patients left the 
national HIV treatment programme 
to join the presidential one. 
The witness recalled that the reason that he was given 
was, “well, you had told me, in your preparation for 
me to start [antiretroviral therapy] that the medicines 
you are giving me, cannot cure me, and I heard, there 
is a cure somewhere.” 
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Counsel then asked the witness if he remembers 
any of those organisations complain about the 
presidential treatment programme and the witness 
responded that he could not remember seeing any of 
those organisations put out a complaint. 

The Lead Counsel then reminded the witness that 
despite this, he had always publicly opposed the 
presidential treatment programme. The witness said 
he did it because the presidential programme was not 
in alignment with the scientific findings around HIV. He 
then admitted that during that time, the organisation 
that he represented was being bad mouthed by its 
previous patients. The Lead Counsel then read a 
quote from the witness statement, which said “the 
amount of people that attended our medical facility 
for treatment, significantly reduced. The Presidential 
Alternative Treatment Programme changed people’s 
perception on our organisation. People began to think 
that our treatment was not effective because we 
always told people that there was no cure. So, they 
began to think that our treatment was not effective 
because we always told people that there was no cure 
for HIV.” The Lead Counsel further read: “The PATP 
made people dispute what we were telling them and 
thought that we were, in fact, not telling the truth.” In 
response to the reading of his statement, the witness 
confirmed that had indeed happened. The national 
HIV treatment programme experienced a temporary 
drop in membership. This drop lasted for about a 
year as some of the patients who were discharged or 
declared cured from the presidential program began 
returning. 

The witness told the Commission that 
all of those patients never received 
the cure they were promised, their 
health deteriorated, and they lost 
in terms of comprehensive HIV 
management. 
The patients were seriously misled according to the 
witness. He said that he felt disappointed that even 
though he had been treating HIV in The Gambia since 

The Lead Counsel asked the witness if he ever 
encountered any of the patients that left his programme 
again, and the witness responded that after a year or two 
a couple patients returned with significant weight loss 
and opportunistic infections that resulted in diarrhoea, 
vomiting, and cough. The Lead Counsel then reminded the 
witness he had stated that, “there was not much we could 
do, other than hope that, some sense prevails and then 
they would return for treatment” and asked him what he 
was insinuating. The witness explained that the patients 
who had left the national HIV treatment programme for 
the presidential programme were not cleared to leave, 
they just dropped out. He said at the time he was hoping 
that the patients would have been able to let go of their 
fruitless search of a cure and appreciate the treatment 
they had already been receiving. 

After returning to the national treatment programme, 
the patients who had been a part of the presidential 
programme were tested again to determine their status. 
According to the witness they were all still HIV positive. 

Based on the health records of the 
patients, the witness found them to 
be in significantly poorer health than 
they were before they left the national 
programme. 
One of the patients that left was even found to have 
developed an advanced form of HIV, Pruritic Papular 
Eruption. The Lead Counsel asked the witness if he 
believed that the presidential treatment programme was 
a cure or a hoax based on the evidence he had seen. The 
witness maintained that from a clinical point of view, it 
was not a cure. The Lead Counsel reminded the witness 
that he had participated in several training programs 
and has always stated that there was no cure for HIV/
AIDs. The witness said yes, he had always used those 
opportunities to emphasise that there is no known cure 
for HIV.

The Lead Counsel questioned if the organisations that 
were in charge of overseeing medical practitioners 
service delivery were aware that there is no cure for HIV. 
The witness responded that they were aware. The Lead 
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1991, the President was able to come in with big promises 
and deceptions and harm a part of the Gambian society 
that were vulnerable and needed support, just for an 
international platform. The final question that the Lead 
Counsel had for the witness was if he felt that making 
a promise to the patients that they would be able to be 
cured of HIV/AIDs was criminal. The witness said it was. 

The Lead Counsel then handed the floor over to the 
Chair, who opened the floor for questions. Commissioner 
Kinteh went first and cleared up the Mandinka translation 
of opportunistic diseases that was previously given. He 
then asked the witness what are the mechanisms to 
measure when patients reach the point during proper 
HIV treatment where they cannot transmit the disease. 
He also asked how many patients were in this situation. 
The witness answered that if a patient expresses the 
wish to get married or have a child, they are advised to 
come in with their partner and taken through a process 
of counseling and preparation, where they are told, 
with the aid of the patient’s viral load results, the best 
periods where they would be highly unlikely to transmit 
the disease to their partners as long as all of the safer 
sex practices are used.

As there were no other questions from the Commissioners, 
the Chairperson opened the floor for the witness to deliver 
his final statement. The witness closed by expressing his 
gratitude to the Commission for allowing him to testify. He 
wished that those who were misled would never fall into a 
trap like that again and that he hoped the country would 
never again undergo an incident where the vulnerable are 
being steered away from their best options and pushed 
into something detrimental for their heath. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Wilful misrepresentation

Yahya Jammeh
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WITNESS NAME: Dr. Adama Amadou SALLAH

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 19th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The Presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Lecturer at the 
University of The Gambia, director of Lamtoro Medical 
Clinic, member of the executive of The Gambia Medical 
and Dental Council

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Member of the executive 
of The Gambia Medical and Dental Council

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Director 
Lamtoro Medical Clinic

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah began his testimony by 
explaining to the Commission that despite being late 
to start primary school, he was constantly at the top 
of his class through secondary and high school at St 
Augustine’s. He added that at the end of form five, he 
was awarded a scholarship to attend Grennaskolan 
Boarding School40 in Sweden. After Grennaskolan, he 
studied physical chemistry at Stockholm University before 
earning admission at the elite Karolinska Institute41 
where he received his bachelors of science in medicine 
in 1973 and medical doctorate degree in 1976. He later 
specialised in paediatrics where he got what would be 
the equivalent of a fellowship (the highest title one can 
attain in a specialisation in the British system) while 
he also pursued a postgraduate diploma in tropical 
medicine. He later added that he was always interested 
in and paid keen attention to medical ethics throughout 
his undergraduate and graduate education. After working 
in Sweden for a few years, the witness said he grew tired 
of being in Europe, and returned to The Gambia in 1982.

The Lead Counsel then asked the witness what it would 
take to earn a similar level of achievement in gynaecology 
and obstetrics. The witness gave a detailed explanation 
that was anything from 10-15 years depending on whether 
or not one passed all their tests. The witness said he 
was a fellow at the Swedish Paediatrics Society as well 
as at the West African College of Physicians. 

When Dr Adama Amadou Sallah returned to The 
Gambia he initially worked as one of the heads of 
the pediatric wing with a British counterpart at what 
was then the Royal Victoria Hospital, RVH. However, 
the witness grew increasingly frustrated with the 
poor working conditions and lack of opportunity to 
use his extensive training. He said after his appeals 
fell on deaf ears, in 1948 or 1985 he left RVH and 
established his own private practice, which eventually 
evolved into the Lamtoro Medical Clinic42. 

However, he did not leave government completely and 
ended up serving as chairman of RVH during which 
time he oversaw its evolution into a teaching hospital 
(hence the name change to Royal Victoria Teaching 
Hospital, RVTH, in 1994/1995). Hinting at a split 
between the government and the Gambian medical 
community, he claimed he was the first Gambian 
doctor to volunteer to lecture at the government 
schools. He stated he also helped spearhead the 
accreditation process at the American International 
University in Banjul43. He added he is now back at 
the hospital overseeing the establishment of a 
postgraduate programme, and continues as a senior 
lecturer in paediatrics.

When the Medical and Dental Council of The Gambia 
was formed in 1988, Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah 
continued, he was nominated by then Minister of 
Health Louise Njie to be its head. He served in that 
capacity until 2000 when the Council was temporarily 
closed due to a disagreement with the government. 
Then, from 2002 until 2013, he was the registrar of 
the Council, where he re-wrote the code of conduct 

40Grennaskolan Boarding School was an elite boarding school with significant international student presence in Gränna, Sweeden that 
operated from 1963 to 2019.
41One of the best medical universities in the world and the granter of the Nobel Prize in medicine. 
42In terms of capacity, the witness said, Lamtoro Medical Clinic in Serrekunda is the biggest private medical establishment in the country.
43The American International University West Africa established a campus in The Gambia in 2011. They currently offer a Doctor of 
Medicine degree programme based on the American system.
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and ethics. “Before that it was just a bare skeleton, I had 
to put flesh and blood on it,” he testified. In this position, 
he was also involved in the harmonisation of codes of 
conduct and ethics as well as undergraduate medical 
training across the Economic Community of West African 
States sub-region.

Moving on, the witness attested to a very strange 
relationship between then President Yahya Jammeh and 
the medical community. He claimed they got off to a bad 
start when the medical association was among the first 
to declare the 1994 coup illegal. Later, Fidel Castro, who 
was sending doctors to the country44, suggested to Yahya 
Jammeh that The Gambia establish a medical school. 
While Yahya Jammeh wanted to quickly establish a 
school45 for the publicity value, according to the witness, 
the medical community advised to start by strengthening 
the basic sciences and mathematics in the current 
education system. 

This disagreement led to further tension, 
which the witness said manifested in 
the accusation, rife in government 
speeches and press releases, that 
members of the medical community 
were “sceptics.”
The third major source of tension with the government, 
Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah maintained, was the Cuban 
doctors themselves. When the Medical and Dental 
Council, which had been set up to register all doctors 
in the country, tried to apply this standard to the Cuban 
doctors, the Cuban ambassador protested to the highest 
levels of the Gambian government. The registrar of the 
Council, Dr, Mbaye Fall resigned under pressure, leaving 
the position to the witness. However, he refused to budge 
on the issue, after which the government sent the CVs 
of the doctors to which the Council responded they had 
to provide the same documentation as any other doctor 
trying to practice medicine in The Gambia. When he left 
the Council in 2013, he said, the Cuban doctors had still 
not been fully registered. He declared he did not know 
their current status, adding that if they were practicing 
without registering that would be a contravention of the 
law. 

Furthermore, the witness said, the Council did not 
receive its annually allotted 150,000 dalasi46 subsidy 
from the government. He claimed he knew the funds 
were transferred from the Ministry of Finance to the 
Ministry of Health, but they only received them twice 
during his tenure. He alleged that the Nurses and 
Midwife Council, who were in the regime’s “good 
books,” always received their yearly pension. When 
the Council was allocated a piece of land to build an 
office, the witness said he himself had to pay for the 
fence with his personal money and seek financing 
from other bodies. 

The Lead Counsel then moved the testimony on to 
the history of regulation of health service delivery in 
The Gambia. Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah started the 
story in the colonial era, when he said the director 
of health services was the third most senior official 
in the country and served as the custodian and 
disciplinarian regarding medical practice. These 
powers were separated in 1988 through three acts. 
The Medical Services Act outlined the licensing of 
health facilities as a responsibility of the director 
of health services. The Medical and Dental Act 
created the Medical and Dental Council to assess 
the qualifications and experience of people seeking 
to register as medical practitioners in the country, 
as well as discipline doctors in the case of a breach 
of protocol. Third was the Nurses and Midwife Act, 
which was essentially the same at the Medical and 
Dental Act except for nurses and midwives. He 
later clarified that the Medical Services Act put the 
minister of health in charge of monitoring medical 
facilities and the Medical and Dental Council (and 
assumedly the Nurse and Midwife Council) in charge 
of licensing and disciplining practitioners.

The Lead Counsel then pointed out that the Medical 
Services Act recognises that a person may practise a 
customary system of therapeutics, as long as it was 
not dangerous to the life or health of the patient. The 
witness concurred, adding that the traditional healer 
is still subject to control by the health authorities. 
Furthermore, he said that according to the Act 
pretending to be or presenting one’s self as a medical 
practitioner without being registered is punishable by 
a fine or imprisonment. 

44The first Cuban doctors arrived in The Gambia in 1996. 
45The School of Medicine and Allied Health Sciences was established within the University of The Gambia in 1999 with 
the assistance of Cuban professors and the World Health Organisation.
46Around $5,400 US in 2007.
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Moving on to the code of conduct and ethics, Dr. Adama 
Amadou Sallah said these were designed with the 
intention of protecting the patient and the public. Above 
all considerations, he said, the patient is the main focus, 
and for any breach there are punitive measures that can 
be applied to the practitioner. Furthermore, ignorance of 
the law is no excuse as it is incumbent upon the doctor 
to know the code of conduct and ethics.

After the coffee break, the witness testified that when 
he first heard about Yahya Jammeh’s alleged HIV/AIDS 
cure, he initially thought it would be limited to a system 
of customary therapeutics. However, it soon emerged 
that the programme actually had many characteristics of 
conventional medicine such as medical history taking, 
medical examination, laboratory investigations, and the 
giving of vitamins to patients. Furthermore, the programme 
involved doctors trained in conventional medicine. These 
characteristics meant the Medical Services Act should 
have regulated the programme. “If it’s not conventional 
medicine,” he told the Commission, “I don’t know what 
it is.” 

Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah then gave a detailed 
description of the history of HIV/AIDS treatment and 
the pharmacology of antiretrovirals, the point of which 
was that antiretroviral are incredibly complicated drugs 
and are the best option for managing HIV. He attested 
that the concoctions offered by Yahya Jammeh had no 
scientific basis and were fraudulent. 

In his mind, it was when the patients 
were told to forgo their Highly Active 
Antiretroviral Therapy, HAART, that the 
programme started to endanger life 
and health. 
Furthermore, he said he knew of no credible medical 
practitioner anywhere in the world who claimed Yahya 
Jammeh’s programme was a cure for HIV/AIDS. While 
you can reduce the viral load to a manageable level, he 
explained, HIV cannot be totally eliminated. If a patient 
abandons their regular antiretroviral treatment, their 
immune system will deteriorate and they will become 
vulnerable to opportunistic infections such as tuberculosis 

and infections in the respiratory and gastrointestinal 
system. The claim that a concoction could serve as 
a panacea for all these issues, the witness said, was 
not only nonsensical but also scary and betrayed a 
total lack of understanding of the pathology of HIV. 

Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah again 
confirmed that Yahya Jammeh’s 
treatment programme was totally 
bogus and fraudulent, saying that 
the entire scientific community 
around the world rejected his claim. 
When the Lead Counsel countered that there was 
one medical doctor in The Gambia who claims it was 
true47, the witness responded that even if the viral 
load is significantly repressed, the virus is still hiding 
in the DNA and the equipment needed to test this 
was not available in The Gambia. He reiterated that 
having patients discontinue HAART for concoctions 
that were not subject to any scientific evaluation or 
analysis was incredibly dangerous. 

In addition to his scientific opinion, the witness 
indicated he had first-hand experience, which 
indicated to him that the programme was dangerous 
to patients. He told the story of a cleaner at the 
hospital who became close with his family. When 
her husband passed away, she was married to the 
husband’s brother. She was suspicious of her new 
co-wife who was emaciated. Eventually the cleaner 
and her new husband were found to be infected with 
HIV/AIDS. The witness evaluated the cleaner and 
referred her to Hands on Care in Brikama where 
she was put on HAART. Her condition significantly 
improved. However, upon learning about Yahya 
Jammeh’s programme, she quit Hands on Care and 
joined the President. At first, she gained weight, likely 
due to the good nutrition, and was optimistic about 
the treatment. However, after a few months her 
condition deteriorated to the point where she quit the 
presidential programme and returned to Hands on 
Care. However, the witness said, it was too late and 
she succumbed to her illnesses soon after leaving 

47Likely a reference to Dr Tamsir Mbowe, who led Yahya Jammeh’s fake HIV/AIDS cure from 2008 to 2016 and 
testified later in this session. 
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the programme, leaving her children without parents. The 
witness claimed if she had continued with HAART, she 
would still be alive today, living a productive life. 

Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah again confirmed that taking 
patients off their antiretrovirals was effectively a death 
sentence. He attested that there was not a single 
person who passed through the president’s programme 
who could say they had been totally cured of the virus. 
Those who are still alive today, he said, owe their lives to 
antiretrovirals. Getting into the legal weeds, the witness 
said that the programme was a clear violation of paragraph 
39 of the Medical and Dental Act, which forbids anyone 
from acting as a medical practitioner when they are not 
one. When the Lead Counsel brought up paragraph 41, 
which stipulates it is not authorised for any person to 
perform customary therapeutics that would endanger 
someone’s health, the witness said the director of health 
services should have advised the President. However, he 
also acknowledged that would be a significant risk given 
they were living in a dictatorship where it was risky to 
contradict the head of state. 

The witness then described how he saw a TV reporter, 
who the Lead Counsel later identified as being with Al 
Jazeera, visiting the clinic with Yahya Jammeh. They 
approached a patient and Yahya Jammeh asked if he 
was suffering serious pain. He said he was, after which 
the then President made strokes on the patient’s chest 
and abdomen. Yahya Jammeh asked if the pain was 
gone. The patient replied it was, to which the journalist 
responded “just like that?!” The witness stated that there 
is no way the President could have actually alleviated the 
pain instantly. Instead, he speculated that the patient 
said the pain was gone out of fear of Yahya Jammeh.

Moving on, the Lead Counsel asked Dr. Adama Amadou 
Sallah about the code of conduct violations that arose 
in the presidential programme regarding privacy and 
medical information. The witness responded that 
revealing patients’ information constitutes professional 
misconduct. In the case of the programme, he said there 
was no reason to publicise the patients, saying that if 
a patient were to be recognised and stigmatised that 
would be a grave problem. 

The Lead Counsel pointed out that 
patients claimed that as a result 
of their public exposure they could 
not even rent houses. The witness 
said this was a serious misstep and 
said the government had abdicated 
its responsibility on this occasion. 
The Lead Counsel also said they had evidence that 
members of the first batch were taken to State House 
and told to start treatment without any informed 
consent. The witness said he took issue with this 
because even if you only suspect someone has HIV/
AIDS, before even conducting a test there must be 
pre-test counselling. He stated it was wrong and a 
“gross dereliction of duty” to parade people on TV 
without their informed consent or counselling. 

Moving onto the issue of nudity during the actual 
so-called treatment, Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah said 
that the Act was very explicit about the patients’ 
right to appropriate privacy when they are being 
examined. Furthermore, if a doctor is examining 
a patient of the opposite sex, it is recommended 
they are accompanied by a chaperone. When asked 
about examinations of women that constituted 
sexual violations, the witness said it was “extremely 
regrettable” and that the President should never 
have been conducting medical examinations in the 
first place. He specified that for rectal, vaginal, male 
genitalia, and breast exams verbal consent of the 
patient is required. If the procedure involves the 
removal of a part of the body or is a major operation, 
the consent must be written. In any case, the 
operation or exam must be explained to the patient 
in a language they understand and they must give 
positive consent. The Lead Counsel then read from 
the witness’ statement, which contained the same 
point. 
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The witness added that those who 
were responsible for these aspects 
of Yahya Jammeh’s alleged treatment 
programme failed morally, legally, and 
professionally. 
The witness reiterated that by acting in a manner that 
can be reasonably interpreted as presenting himself as 
a medical practitioner, Yahya Jammeh violated section 
39 of the Act. He agreed that Yahya Jammeh was also 
implicated in the failure to obtain informed consent, 
forced nudity, and public exposure of patients. The 
witness postulated that if the person committing these 
violations were not the President, they would have been 
quickly arrested. Regarding the doctors that worked with 
Yahya Jammeh in the programme, the witness said they 
should have sought the advice of the more experienced 
members of their profession. Seeing as they did not, and 
noting that ignorance of the act is no excuse, he testified 
that they failed to take the necessary professional 
precautions and “subjected themselves to a behaviour 
that is morally and professionally deplorable.”

Regarding the integrity of the programme, Dr. Adama 
Amadou Sallah said that aiding and abetting an alleged 
therapy that lacked scientific basis and was dangerous 
to life and health meant it was justified to question their 
integrity. He added that their image had been tarnished, 
which he said was sad, because they had likely done 
some positive things in their career, but their participation 
in the programme would eclipse anything else they 
accomplished. After the lunch break, the witness added 
that in addition to being professionally indefensible, the 
doctor’s participation in the president’s programme was 
also categorically an illegal activity. 

Moving on, the Lead Counsel then confirmed that another 
violation the doctors committed was their duty to protect 
the public. The witness confirmed that the doctors 
also violated the principle certifying what they have not 
personally verified, explaining that before accepting 
anyone’s statement, it is incumbent to personally verify 
the claim. When asked if the discharge of the patients 
also constituted a violation of medical ethics, the witness 

responded the fundamental problem was that they 
were discharged having been told they were cured, 
which was just not true. 

This, he said, ultimately resulted in 
death, and was both fraudulent and 
negligent. 
Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah went on to say that a 
medical practitioner should make their decisions 
without any “non-medial interference.” He later 
specified this meant not allowing encroachment into 
their practice by a quack, imposter or charlatan 
who had no knowledge or training in that area. 
The Lead Counsel then went back to the principle 
of only registered medical practitioners practising 
medicine, before then pointed out the Act did make 
space for customary therapeutics in a localised 
area. The witness agreed, but countered that even 
traditional healers practising in their local community 
are subject to some form of control from the director 
of health services. The fact that the former Minister 
of Health was the de-facto head of the presidential 
programme, the witness said, was a conflict of 
interest and a fundamental problem. 

The witness also said that even knowing about a 
colleague’s misdeeds and not reporting it to the 
regulatory bodies was in and of itself a violation. He 
agreed that under the circumstances the presidential 
programme should have been reported to the Medical 
and Dental Council and any other relevant regulatory 
body. The Lead Counsel then read a lengthy section 
from the Act, which he then summed up as saying 
that everything must be done for the good of patient. 
The witness agreed, and added that a doctor should 
also be aware of their limits and were duty-bound to 
refer patients to other doctors with more experience 
in a particular area. For the effective treatment of 
HIV/AIDS, the witness said, the best specialist would 
be an infectious disease expert or a physician. 

The Lead Counsel then asked again whether it was 
really possible to cure HIV/AIDS. Dr. Adama Amadou 
Sallah replied that a total cure of HIV/AIDS is not 
possible. He reiterated that because the virus can 
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hide in the cell genome, eliminating HIV would effectively 
mean killing those cells, which would kill the patient. 
The best that can be obtained, he said, was controlling 
the virus. The only effective treatment is HAART, which 
can reduce the viral load to the point where the disease 
cannot be transmitted to someone else. However, he 
stressed, this still does not mean the disease is cured, 
which is a point he believed many people were missing.  

Moving on, the witness explained that in The Gambia 
MRC, Santa Yallahh, Hands on Care, and to some extent 
the infectious disease clinic at RVTH were those who 
could speak best to the percentage of patients with 
reduced viral loads in 2007. In those days, he said, 
anyone with a HIV diagnosis would be referred to one 
of the aforementioned treatment centres, where through 
funding from the global fund, patients could access the 
normally very expensive HAART medication essentially for 
free. Based on the success of this model in The Gambia 
by 2007 it was unnecessary to look elsewhere for other 
treatments, “unless someone has an ulterior motive.” 
The president’s programme, he testified, was a waste of 
time, resources, and energy and resulted in unnecessary 
physical and psychological trauma. 

Delving into Yahya Jammeh’s psychology, Dr. Adama 
Amadou Sallah said he had often pondered why Yahya 
Jammeh embarked on such an endeavour considering the 
power, recognition, wealth, and general control he enjoyed 
over The Gambia. He concluded that the then President 
wanted Gambians to believe he had supernatural powers 
for political gains. Beyond the fraudulent HIV/AIDS cure, 
the witness said, he once saw Yahya Jammeh moving 
from street corner to street corner, and later came to 
understand the then President claimed he was driving 
away devils. He also cited another incident where people 
said the Kerewan Bridge was haunted by devils so he 
also drove them away. Furthermore, he pointed out 
that Yahya Jammeh also claimed he could also cure 
hypertension, diabetes, asthma, and infertility – with the 
same concoctions he used to allegedly cure HIV/AIDS. 

After further psychological analysis, the witness suggested 
that sometimes people who grow up with financial and 
social deficits feel they have something to prove. When 
the Lead Counsel suggested that it was delusions of 
grandeur, the witness pointed out that Yahya Jammeh was 

already the President and controlled the power and 
wealth of the nation. However, he conceded, maybe 
this was not enough for him, who perhaps was lured 
to the apex of grandeur as not just a president, but 
a president who could cure HIV/AIDS. Reflecting on 
a conversation he had with a psychologist in Sierra 
Leone, the witness said the man suggested that 
African presidents suffer from obsessive-compulsive 
disorder. He said as it relates to Yahya Jammeh, 
he believes it signals a fundamental psychological 
disorder. 

Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah then said 
that the fact that Yahya Jammeh 
was able to continue this behaviour 
“speaks volumes about what kind of 
people we are.” 

He said that while there are many sensible Gambians, 
there are also those who are “more sensational than 
analytical.” He said while the person making the 
bizarre claims is to blame, so are the people who 
willingly accept these claims without proper scrutiny 
and analysis. While he let people who have not had 
the opportunity to access education off the hook, he 
said he was “flabbergasted” that intellectuals and 
people exposed to the world fell into the trap. 

The Lead Counsel then asked the witness one final 
time to speak to the truthfulness of the president’s 
programme. The witness responded that “it was 
false, bogus, fraudulent and lacked basis in scientific 
facts.”

The Chair then thanked Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah 
for his testimony. Adding to the witness’ last points, 
he said that when he worked with the Secretary 
General of the United Nations he met at least 30 to 
40 African leaders, many of whom were “nuts” and 
had the disturbing commonality of taking advantage 
of the weakness of their countries and perpetrating 
things that should not have been permitted against 
their people. The witness then asked the Chair why, 
in his opinion, there was a tendency to elect such 
leaders in Africa, adding that the prophet Muhammad 
said that people get leaders of their kind. The Chair 
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said he would not respond in full, but that he believed 
that while there were problems within themselves, these 
were taken advantage of Machiavellian figures like former 
President Yahya Jammeh. The Chair then reminded 
people that recently another leader48 had claimed to 
have a cure for COVID-19. The witness replied it was 
“Jammehry reincarnated.”

Imam Jallow then expressed his displeasure and 
confusion that despite the fact that Yahya Jammeh is 
gone, people still claim on radio and television they can 
cure all the diseases under the sun. The witness replied 
that since time immemorial people have made false 
claims, pointing out that the word ‘charlatan’ originates 
from a small village in Italy said to be full of quacks. He 
said it was essential that there be a regulatory system to 
limit the harm these people can do.

Commissioner Kinteh then brought up the witness’ 
anecdote about the patient on Al Jazeera saying their 
pain had been instantly cured, saying in his opinion the 
interaction had been stage-managed. However, he then 
asked if, by any chance, the President’s actions induced 
the production of hormones that would temporarily 
subside the pain. The witness replied that while a placebo 
can have an initial positive effect, it does not justify the 
actions Yahya Jammeh took. The Commissioner then 
brought up the situation where a woman who was not 
able to conceive then would conceive once the husband 
married a second wife. The witness said there would 
need to be comparative studies because many of these 
claims are subjective. Finally, the Commissioner asked 
whether the Council had some oversight responsibility 
regarding the president programme. The witness replied 
by again outlining that the Ministry of Health was 
responsible for regulating health care facilities and the 
Council was responsible for regulating practitioners. He 
said just as the Ministry of Health would have faced 
repercussions for criticising the programme, if the 
Council were to investigate the programme, they would 
have been disbanded. He said they would have liked to 
do many things, but they understood the kind of person 
they were dealing with and felt they had to tread quietly, 
“unfortunately for the patients and the country.”

Imam Sey then thanked Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah 
and commiserated that it must have been very hard to 

witness someone doing something he believed was 
wrong and not be able to stop it. The witness agreed 
with the Commissioners’ comment and thanked him. 

Bishop Odico then asked the witness if the Medical 
and Dental Council offered the President any advice 
at the time. The witness responded that while they 
were a regulatory body, they did not have any policing 
capacity. Additionally, he said, in order to act, they 
had to receive a formal complaint from a victim, 
relative, or concerned citizen. He then explained in 
significant detail how a complaint was passed up 
the ranks of the Council and how it was eventually 
adjudicated through multiple levels with an appeals 
process. After his description, he added that they 
were operating in a dictatorship and “abnormality 
was the order of the day.”

The Chair then jumped in to clarify that Council was 
afraid to say anything about Yahya Jammeh. The 
witness replied it was less “fear” and more “caution” 
that guided their actions. He said that victims and 
relatives should have complained to the Council, 
then they could have taken steps, but otherwise they 
would not intervene without a substantive allegation 
in the dictatorial context. 

Dr. Adama Amadou Sallah then began his closing 
remarks by advising Gambians to be less sentimental 
and more analytical. He said leaders should be 
questioned if there are doubts they are not acting 
in the best interest of the country. He said while the 
lack of education may be an excuse for some, those 
who have had the opportunity to go to school have no 
justifiable excuse for participating. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jammeh

Cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment

Yahya Jammeh

48Likely a reference to Malagasy President Andry Rajoelina’s claim that he could cure COVID-19 in April 2020. 
See BBC “Caution urged over Madagascar’s ‘herbal cure’.

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-africa-52374250
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He said the blame was on Yahya Jammeh, 
but also on Gambians. He ended by urging 
Gambians to do some deep reflection and 

chart a new way forward based on integrity, 
transparency, and fairness. 
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WITNESS NAME: Dr. Malick NJIE

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 20th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Chief Medical 
Director of Royal Victoria Hospital

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Observed and tested 
the batch of patients in the presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Not stated

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

The witness began his testimony by explaining he was 
born in Banjul in 1958 and completed his education 
through his A levels in The Gambia before studying 
medicine at the University of Nigeria, Nsukka. After 
graduating from the University of Nigeria, he proceeded 
to a teaching hospital for a year before he was recruited 
into the Gambian National Army in 1985. He undertook 
an officer-training programme in the United Kingdom, 
and then returned to The Gambia. He explained that 
as his army responsibilities did not take up too much 
time, he also worked as a medical officer at the Royal 
Victoria Hospital, RVH, practicing general medicine in the 
department of surgery. In 1993, he returned to Nigeria 
for a one-year course at the command and staff college. 
He returned to The Gambia on the 19th of July 1994. 

Three days later, Yahya Jammeh led a successful coup 
d’état. On the 25th of July, the witness testified, he was 
arrested and detained, alongside the top echelon of 

the Gambian security services, in the security wing 
of Mile 2 Prison. He claimed he was kept in Mile 
2 for 18 months, and was never given a reason 
for his detention. He asserted there were up to 
29 people arrested, including Inspector General of 
Police Pa Sallah Jeng, Deputy Inspector General of 
Police Ebrima Chongan, Director of National Security 
Service Kebba Ceesay, Company Commanders 
Samsudeen Sarr and Mamat Cham, member of the 
engineering corps Ndure Cham, Lieutenant Sheriff 
Gomez, Gendarme Sheriff Mbye, Captain Johnson of 
the infantry company, and the Regimental Sergeant 
Major, RSM, Baboucarr Jeng. He clarified that while 
he was detained for 18 months, others were in prison 
for shorter or longer terms. 

Dr. Malick Njie told the Commission 
that while they were not tortured 
physically, they endured mental 
torture. 
When asked to explain, he explained to the Counsel 
that as senior officers it was embarrassing to be 
detained by the junior officers. Furthermore, he 
referred to an occasion when Sanna Sabally, Sadibou 
Hydara, Yankuba Touray, Edward Singhateh and Peter 
Singhateh, accompanied by their security details, 
came into the prison in the middle of the night and 
began beating prisoners49. They first targeted RSM 
Jeng, who they beat mercilessly. The witness said 
they were woken by the sounds of his screams. As 
the beating was taking place, Edward Singhateh, 
who the witness had a previous relationship with, 
was standing by his cell.  The witness apparently told 
Edward Singhateh he knew what was taking place, 
and that it was illegal, to which Edward Singhateh 
responded that he was sorry and they would return. 
According to the witness, they never returned.

After the members of the Junta attacked Cham50, 
Ebrima Chongan, and RSM Baboucarr Jeng, the 
witness continued, they took a group of prisoners 
outside the confinement area. After a barrage of 
shots, the witness said he heard Ebrima Chongan’s 
voice, making him think that even if they had been 

49This incident is also described in detail by multiple witnesses in TRRC Digest Editions 1 and 2. 
50The witness did not specify whether it was Mamat Cham or Ndure Cham.
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Major Babucarr Jatta, he told the witness he was 
wanted at the State House. The witness clarified that 
he had been released, then told Baboucarr Jatta that 
he would not go to the State House. According to 
the witness, Baboucarr Jatta then offered him a ride 
home. When the witness again declined, Baboucarr 
Jatta took him aside and told him there were things 
he wanted to confide and this would be his only 
opportunity. The witness begrudgingly agreed, and 
on the car ride home the Major told him that many 
bad things were happening at State House and that 
the National Intelligence Agency, NIA, had informants 
who would be following the witness. 

About a month after his release, Dr. Malick Njie 
continued, he received a letter saying he had been 
redeployed to RVH. He described how he was first 
transferred to gynaecology and obstetrics where 
he rose up the ladder to become the Chief Medical 
Director. 

One evening in November 2006 while the witness 
was at home he got a call from a duty officer telling 
him that the President was at the hospital. The 
witness told the duty officer to show him around. 
Later that evening the witness told the Commission, 
he got a call from the chief of protocol informing him 
that the President would be at the hospital at 4pm 
the next day, and instructed him to receive him. The 
next day the President told him that in addition to 
visiting his son in the emergency unit, he wanted to 
tour the hospital. 

During the tour, the witness said 
Yahya Jammeh claimed that he 
could cure HIV/AIDS and asked if 
he could come to the hospital to 
start treating patients. 
Dr. Malick Njie asserted that he immediately told 
the President that he did not believe him, and that 
as President he should be governing the state and 
leave curing diseases to doctors. He added that 
The Gambia had a functioning national HIV/AIDS 

shot, Ebrima Chongan was not dead. The next morning 
when the cells were opened he went to a prison officer he 
knew with the surname Ceesay and asked if the Junta had 
executed the men the previous night. Ceesay apparently 
told him that the prison guards had been warned not to 
tell the prisoners anything. Nonetheless, he confided 
that they had not been shot, and instead were moved to 
another confinement block. 

Moving on, Dr. Malick Njie said that later one day he 
was reading a surgery textbook when Samsudeen Sarr 
hurriedly told him that Sanna Sabally and Sadibou Hydara 
had just been dragged into the prison and thrown in the 
cells in which his colleagues had previously been held. 
Later their colleagues were returned, which the witness 
said confirmed that the Junta were playing mind games, 
and Sanna Sabally and Sadibou Hydara were moved to 
other cells.

Apart from playing draughts and table tennis, the witness 
continued, they spent their time keeping in shape, 
believing they may have to fight one day. The witness said 
he refused to practice medicine in the prison, despite a 
personal appeal from the commissioner of prisons, as 
a form of protest against his detention. However, he did 
say that he gave medical advice amongst the prisoners, 
suggesting medicines and even pleading with the prison 
authorities to take RSM Jeng to the hospital when he 
had a ghastly accident. Furthermore, he said one day the 
prison authorities asked him to look at Sadibou Hydara, 
but the witness refused, saying he was a prisoner himself. 
They later pulled Sadibou Hydara out of his cell, and the 
witness said he looked very sick. By midday the next day 
they heard shouting from down the hall and knew that 
Sadibou Hydara had died. 

Moving on, Dr. Malick Njie claimed he was not allowed 
legal representation or access to a lawyer during his 
18-month detention. On three separate occasions he 
was taken to Fajara Barracks and told he would be court 
martialed, but was never even charged. On the third 
occasion, he got visibly upset and told the officers if they 
wanted to come and take him out again, they should just 
shoot him. 

Finally, one day while he was eating lunch with Abu 
Jeng51, officers told them Yahya Jammeh had pardoned 
them both. As they were leaving the prison they met 

51See testimony of Abubacarr Sulayman Jeng in TRRC Digest Edition 1, pages 13-14.
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programme that was best left untouched. The witness 
said Yahya Jammeh responded by accusing him of 
being brainwashed by outsiders. While Yahya Jammeh 
continued to ask about treating patients at the hospital, 
he gave no indication that he was planning on setting up 
a programme to do so. The witness maintained that he 
told the President that he would “rather be fired than let 
him come into the hospital and expose us,” and that there 
were laws on who could practice medicine.

The witness later explained that during the visit they 
went to see the President’s son in the accidents and 
emergency ward. Apparently, Yahya Jammeh told the 
witness that the boy had been “attacked by the night 
firefighters,” which the Counsel clarified meant witches. 
The witness then digressed into his personal relationship 
with Yahya Jammeh, which he characterised as that of 
a senior officer (the witness) to a junior officer (Yahya 
Jammeh). He claimed he always felt Yahya Jammeh 
needed guidance and felt an obligation to help him settle 
down. He described how during their army days he tried 
to alleviate punishment meted out to Yahya Jammeh by 
releasing him from extra duty. Furthermore, he used to 
enjoy pleasant Serer-Jola joking relations52 with him.

Returning to the accident and emergency room in 
November 2006, Dr. Malick Njie said when they got to 
Yahya Jammeh’s son, he (Yahya Jammeh) called his 
aides and guards and announced he was going to cure 
everyone in the emergency ward. The witness claimed he 
reminded the President that he could not treat people 
without their consent and the recognition of the Medical 
and Dental Council53. Yahya Jammeh responded that he 
would at least cure the boy he referred to as his son. 
The then President then brought out his Quran, recited 
incantations, and poured water over him, at which point 
the witness intervened and said he had done enough. 
When asked by the Counsel whether he believed Yahya 
Jammeh could cure people, the witness responded that 
while he was told the then President’s grandparents 
could fix bones, that was very different from curing HIV/
AIDS. Apparently, when he pointed this out to the then 
President and inquired as to the origins of his mandate, 
Yahya Jammeh responded “God.”

After the tour and the exchange in the accidents and 
emergency ward, the witness continued, they went 
outside the gate where Yahya Jammeh gathered 
the surrounding journalists. At the impromptu press 
conference, Yahya Jammeh apparently told the 
journalists that he told Dr. Malick Njie he could cure 
HIV/AIDS, but that the witness was too brainwashed 
to believe him. He then asked the journalists to 
interview the witness and the President on the spot. 
The first question, directed at the witness, asked 
whether he believed in the President’s abilities in 
traditional medicine. The witness said he responded 
by pointing out he had studied medicine in school 
and that the question was not fair to him.

After the break, Dr. Malick Njie described how after the 
press conference Yahya Jammeh asked the witness 
to escort him to the back gate of State House. When 
they arrived, the then President gave him a wad 
of bills, which he estimated at more than 70,000 
dalasi54. The Counsel asked why Yahya Jammeh gave 
him the money, and the witness responded that it 
was not uncommon for the then President to stop on 
the road and give him money. He said this was not 
unusual, as Yahya Jammeh was known to carry large 
amounts of money on his person and dispense it in 
public. 

A week after the then President’s visit to the hospital, 
the witness continued, the chief of protocol informed 
him he was needed at State House. When he arrived, 
he saw various cabinet ministers as well as the 
ambassadors of Taiwan and Cuba and a woman 
named Rose55 who was working with Santa Yallahh. 
He however implied that he was not aware of why 
he was called to State House. During their meeting, 
Yahya Jammeh announced that he was going to treat 
nine patients who were HIV positive. He added that 
after the treatment, the witness would test them and 
they would all be negative. This meeting, the witness 
alleged, was the beginning of Yahya Jammeh’s so-
called Presidential Alternative Treatment Programme. 

Dr. Malick Njie claimed that he was present as 
an observer during the period these nine patients 

52Playful joking relations between surnames and ethnicities are a part of day-to-day life in Senegambia and are often cited as an 
indigenous conflict resolution mechanism. 
53The Medical and Dental Council was established by the 1988 Medical and Dental Act which entrusted the body with the licensing 
and disciplining of practitioners. 
54Around 2,300 USD in 2006.
55The witness said Rose but we believe he was referring to Rose Claire.
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Moving on, the witness asserted 
that he noticed one of the patients 

was a child, and reminded the 
President that there are special 

laws regarding children. 
According to the witness, the mother of the child 
stood up and informed him that both she and the 
child were HIV positive and were enrolled in the 
programme because they wanted to get better. 
As she was the parent, the witness told the 
Commission, she had the right to consent or deny 
treatment for her child. He added that there were 
two other patients who were very ill who he believed 
should be taken to the hospital. He later claimed he 
had an argument with Yahya Jammeh in which he 
encouraged the President to take the two patients to 
the hospital. According to the witness, he told Yahya 
Jammeh that if anything happened to the patients, 
the witness would hold him responsible. Regardless 
of his concerns, he continued, the patients were not 
referred to the hospital and continued consuming 
the concoctions provided by the then President. 
The witness alleged he later saw one of the people 
whose health concerned him drink the potion and 
subsequently dance around the room 

When asked again, Dr. Malick Njie reiterated that he 
did not believe that Yahya Jammeh had cured anyone 
of HIV/AIDS. Furthermore, he denied taking part 
in the administration or treatment of patients. He 
contended the balm that was rubbed on the patient’s 
bodies was limited to the face, stomach, and leg. 

The Counsel contested this last 
point, indicating that they had 

video evidence that some women 
were not allowed to cover their 
breasts, and were shown half-

naked on public TV while Yahya 
Jammeh rubbed the balm all over 

their bodies. 

underwent the programme at Yahya Jammeh’s insistence. 
He asserted his role was purely observatory. The 
treatment, he said, took various forms. On the first day at 
the glass house by State House, the then President had 
the patients individually get on a table while he walked 
around them holding a Quran and reciting chants, after 
which he would apply an ointment and give them potions 
to drink. This treatment was then repeated in the early 
hours of the next morning. This went on from Monday 
afternoon to Saturday when Yahya Jammeh said the 
patients could be tested. The Counsel drew attention to 
the fact the then President had said he could cure HIV in 
3 days, but that even the first batch was subjected to five 
days of the regimen.

Going back slightly, the witness told the Commission that 
during the first meeting, Yahya Jammeh told the patients 
they had to accept his rules, and if they were not willing to 
do so, they were free to leave. The witness remembered 
the President saying that the chewing of kola nuts and the 
drinking of alcohol was forbidden during the programme. 
He explained they would provide food – which he said 
was of a very high quality - and accommodation for the 
patients during the programme. 

He also said that the patients were 
instructed to stop taking their 

antiretroviral drugs. 
He later added that the President also told them that 
everything had to be done publicly so the world knew he 
had nothing to hide, and that those who did not want to 
be publicised as being in the programme should leave. 

The Counsel countered that other witnesses testified 
they were not given a chance to leave. Even if they had 
been given that chance, she continued, they would have 
been afraid of disobeying an order from the President. 
Dr. Malick Njie indicated that was their testimony, 
and he was just repeating what he remembered. The 
Counsel pushed him further, reiterating that the patients 
testified they were not informed the procedure would be 
broadcast on TV, and the fact that it was brought them 
further problems. The witness insisted he was ignorant, 
saying he was not a part of the recruitment process for 
the patients. 
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The witness responded that he did not see this with the 
initial nine patients, and asked which batch the Counsel’s 
video came from.

Changing the subject, the Counsel asked the witness 
about the results of the tests from the batch he 
witnessed. The witness replied that all the patients 
tested positive, which indicated that the cure failed. 
Apparently, Yahya Jammeh reacted by reassuring the 
patients that he had better medications than the ones 
he had been using. The witness and the then President 
went into the glasshouse where the witness explained 
the science of HIV and how the national programme was 
managing the virus in the country. He explained there 
was no cure, but antiretrovirals could reduce the viral 
load and increase the CD4 count, which allowed patients 
to live normal lives. The Counsel clarified this meant 
that Yahya Jammeh did not understand the science of 
HIV/AIDS before he declared he had a cure. The witness 
concurred. 

However, when the Counsel alleged that Yahya 
Jammeh was “misleading” people, Dr. Malick Njie 
responded that was a “tall order” and that “the blind 
leading the blind” was more accurate. He eventually 
indicated “misrepresentation” was a more reasonable 
characterisation. When the Counsel pressed that the 
programme was fraudulent and an abuse of power, the 
witness again dodged the question, saying he did not 
want to go into a legal dimension. He again agreed that 
the President’s claim to a cure was untrue.

The Counsel then had a clip played which showed then 
President Yahya Jammeh sitting in the middle of an oval 
table, slightly raised above the other 15 or so participants. 
The then President, appears to speak to Dr. Malick Njie 
across the table, telling him to work with the woman 
sitting on his right, Rose Claire, to get ten patients from 
the programme. Rose Claire then asks if there will be a 
way for patients who do not want to disclose their identity 
to take part in the programme discreetly. 

Yahya Jammeh insisted, “it is 
strictly public,” and suggested they 

used the ten patients who had 
already gone on TV. 

Furthermore, he insisted that anyone joining had to 
be positive for either HIV/AIDS or asthma. The then 
President then looked back at Dr. Malick Njie, and 
began inquiring about the health of various patients 
in the hospital.

Back at the Commission, the Counsel asked the 
witness to confirm that Yahya Jammeh acknowledged 
that the first round of the programme did not cure the 
patients. He obliged, then clarified that a comment 
at the end of the video played was not related to the 
president’s programme but instead about an uncle 
who had refused to pay his hospital bills. 

The Counsel then began asking about medical 
ethics. Dr. Malick Njie confirmed that anyone who 
wants to practice modern medicine in The Gambia 
needs to be registered with the Medical and Dental 
Council. However, he pointed out this did not apply 
to traditional medicine, which is what Yahya Jammeh 
was practicing. He said this absolved the President 
of not being registered. When asked how Yahya 
Jammeh’s announcement of a cure made him feel, 
the witness again reiterated he knew there was no 
cure and pointed out that he had already shared his 
thoughts in the impromptu press conference with 
Gambia Radio Television Service, GRTS. However, at 
the same time, he hedged, he knew that traditional 
medicine in general is recognised by the Gambian 
Ministry of Health as well as the World Health 
Organisation.

The Counsel began to press the witness further, 
pointing out that no legitimate medical body 
recognised Yahya Jammeh’s cure. In response, the 
witness sought to shift responsibility to the patients, 
saying the patients had access to antiretrovirals and 
were doing well, but ultimately it was their choice to 
join the president’s programme. He said he would 
have told them his opinion if they had asked, but no 
one did. 

The Counsel pointed out that the witness later went 
on to be Minister of Health while the programme 
was running and asked if he played a part in it in 
this capacity. Dr. Malick Njie responded that after 
coming back from a mission, he was informed he 
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said he heard he had come to give people money, and 
that he had come early to collect his share before 
the rest. According to Dr. Malick Njie, the President 
jokingly said the witness would cause him trouble, 
and told his orderlies to give him money so he would 
leave. 

When the Chair pointed out
 this was tax payer’s money – or 
was obtained in the name of tax 
payers – the witness said all he 

knew is it came from Yahya 
Jammeh’s briefcase. 

Imam Sey then asked Dr. Malick Njie about the boy 
Yahya Jammeh had come to see in the hospital. The 
witness responded the boy had a rare condition, and 
that because of medical ethics he could not reveal 
his name or the illness, but he could confirm the 
boy died three days after the then President’s visit. 
The witness also clarified that Yahya Jammeh had 
stated that the witness had been brainwashed by the 
toubabs57 to abandon traditional medicine. 

Imam Jallow then asked the witness how the nine 
junior lieutenants had organised a coup that had 
taken over the senior ranks of the military and the 
entire army. The witness responded that junior officer 
coups are common. He said at the time Sir Dawda 
Jawara had brought in a Nigerian training team 
who occupied the positions of authority. Therefore, 
the Gambian senior officers were sent abroad for 
training, which the witness indicated meant that the 
junior officers under Nigerian authority were largely 
left to their own devices. 

In his concluding statement, Dr. Malick Njie indicated 
that many wrongs had occurred in The Gambia, 
and that attempts were being made to right those 
wrongs. He pointed out that previous commissions 
have come and gone, but the final reports had yet 
to be released. He alluded to the opaque sale of 
Yahya Jammeh’s assets. He claimed that when he 
was detained in 1994, a plot of land that belonged 

had been appointed director of health services and that 
Tamsir Mbowe56 would be the director general of the 
newly inaugurated Presidential Alternative Treatment 
Programme, PATP. He specified that the programme was 
not under the Ministry of Health, and indeed the ministry 
continued to run its national HIV/AIDS programme. 

The Counsel then returned to the point that Yahya 
Jammeh knew that he did not have a cure for HIV/AIDS, 
yet he continued to claim he did to the Gambian people, 
which endangered lives. The witness again referenced 
his interview with Yahya Jammeh in November 2006 
where he claimed the then President himself stated that 
the witness did not believe in the cure and had been 
brainwashed. The Counsel once more confirmed that 
indeed there is not cure for HIV/AIDS, and then ended 
her questioning. 

The Chair then complimented Dr. Malick Njie on his 
bravery for speaking with Yahya Jammeh about the 
science of HIV/AIDS and the impossibility of a cure after 
he had been locked up for 18 months at the beginning 
of the regime. The Chair however asked why, despite all 
the times he reminded Yahya Jammeh that there was no 
cure, did he still take money when it was offered. 

The witness acknowledged that he 
took money from the President on a 

number of occasions. Indeed, he even 
said that the President even offered 

him a car, which he accepted. 
However, when he was offered a second and third car, he 
refused, despite, according to him, significant pressure 
from Yahya Jammeh himself. He said any cash he was 
given in a governmental setting such as the hospital, 
he would take to the chief accountant to look after. He 
claimed this later came up in an audit of the hospital. 
Furthermore, he said that often times if he were given 
money in State House, he would share it with the soldiers 
around him. 

The witness then related a bizarre story where he alone 
left his office at closing time to meet the President and a 
GRTS crew. The witness approached Yahya Jammeh and 

56Dr. Tamsir Mbowe also testified during session 16.
57Westerner.  
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to him in Sinchu Alagie was essentially taken over, and 
to this day other people were occupying the land. He 
attested this is a common problem, with many people 
claiming, incorrectly, that physical planning had given 
them permission to build. He said Gambians need to 
think about where thy are headed, and whether they want 
to reform the country or destroy it. He ended by saying 
he hopes the Commission will help them sort this out.  

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Assault (of Cham58, Ebrima Chongan, and RSM 
Baboucarr Jeng in Mile 2 Prison in September 1994)

Sanna Sabally, Sadibou Hydara, Yankuba Touray, Edward 
Singhateh, Peter Singhateh

Wilful misrepresentation

Yahya Jammeh

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jammeh

In response, the witness sought to shift 
responsibility to the patients, saying the 

patients had access to antiretrovirals and were 
doing well, but ultimately it was their choice 

to join the president’s programme. He said he 
would have told them his opinion if they had 

asked, but no one did. 

58We believe the witness was referring to Mamat Cham.
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Fatou M Jatta, a prominent activist and survivor of Yahya Jammeh’s fraudulent HIV/AIDS treatment programme. 
She was the only witness living with HIV that testified before the TRRC revealing her full identity.
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WITNESS NAME: Ansumana JAMMEH

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 20th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Farmer

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Administering the 
presidential fake HIV/AIDS treatment programme

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Not mentioned

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Ansumana Jammeh began his testimony by explaining he 
was born in Mayock village in Foni region. He attended 
primary school there up to grade seven, after which he 
quit and worked in gardening. He eventually left Mayock 
and moved to Kotu where he stayed with Fatou Bojang 
Asombi59. He initially identified her as his grandmother, 
but later admitted he did not know if they were related 
by blood. Regardless, they recognised one another as 
relatives. He testified he ran errands for her, farmed her 
land, protected her interests and was generally respectful 
and loyal. He claimed he worked for Fatou Bojang Asombi 
for around 10 years. 

When asked by the Lead Counsel, he 
confirmed he had a similar relationship 
with Yahya Jammeh, who he also 
considered an elder relative, “whatever 
assignments he gave me, I did them.”
One day in the first half of 2007, he continued, 
Maliamoogoo, who he later clarified was Musa Jammeh, 
came to the house and told him he was wanted at State 
House. He later added that Yahya Jammeh knew he was 
staying with Fatou Bojang Asombi and sent specifically 
for him. When they arrived at State House he was told he 
would be working with Dr. Tamsir Mbowe and Dr. Malick 
Njie, also known as Pachah. Around 6 (presumably in the 
evening) Yahya Jammeh arrived and told him he would 
be in charge of preparing and serving so-called anti-HIV 
medicine to the patients. Under further questioning, 

he claimed the “medication” was kept in a special 
store at State House and the keys were kept with the 
orderlies. When they would run out of the herbs, they 
would contact Dr. Tamsir Mbowe who would arrange 
for the store to be refilled. He insisted he was not 
in charge of storing the “medication” and said a 
man named Yusapha Sanneh brought the herbs. He 
claimed he could not remember the last time he saw 
Yusapha Sanneh, saying only it had been a long time 
ago before the last days of Yahya Jammeh’s rule. 

The Lead Counsel then moved on and asked 
Ansumana Jammeh if he was assigned to work 
with the herbs by the then President. The witness 
disputed this characterisation, asserting instead 
that he received the order from orderlies and that 
he prepared and served the concoctions to patients 
under the supervision of Dr. Tamsir Mbowe. He 
declined to identify who was directing Dr. Tamsir 
Mbowe. He claimed it was not Yahya Jammeh’s 
responsibility to give out the “medications”, and for 
the majority of the programme the then President was 
not in attendance. After being reminded that he had 
sworn an oath to tell the truth, the same questions 
were asked, with the same responses. 

However, after further questioning the witness 
admitted that Yahya Jammeh was sometimes present 
during the serving of the concoction. He initially 
claimed that Yahya Jammeh was just sitting and 
watching, before saying that sometimes he would 
indeed be the one giving the medication. However, he 
maintained that his directions came from Dr. Tamsir 

59Likely Aja Fatou Asombi Bojang, the mother of then President Yahya Jammeh.
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Mbowe. When confronted directly with his changing story 
by the Lead Counsel, Ansumana Jammeh acknowledged 
that it was then President Yahya Jammeh’s treatment 
programme. Yet, when asked how it was the then 
President’s programme, he again claimed ignorance. 
After the Lead Counsel and the witness repeated this 
same line of argument multiple times, the witness finally 
reluctantly acknowledged that Yahya Jammeh was the 
doctor’s boss.

Moving on, Ansumana Jammeh 
described how after preparing the 
concoction he would give it to the 
patients to drink. He claimed this 
happened every day, and that he even 
put it in his own tea. 
He told the Commission the liquid did nothing to the 
body, but then said it had many positive aspects such as 
relieving pain. The Lead Counsel then asked the witness 
to describe the different concoctions they prepared. 
Beyond the tea made from leaves, he said he prepared 
the concoction referred to as chakri using tins of milk. 
Regarding the one referred to as omo, he said he did not 
know why they called it that, and that it did not taste or 
feel like omo in his mouth. 

When asked about the effects of the concoctions on the 
patients, the witness deferred to Dr. Tamsir Mbowe. He 
said “it could be” that it caused patients to vomit, but 
that he never saw it himself. When the Lead Counsel 
challenged him, the witness protested that he swore 
on the Quran and began to mount a spirited defence. 
The Lead Counsel abruptly cut him off, saying they had 
already seen these assertions of veracity and they 
rarely actually resulted in the truth. He then repeated 
his question of whether the witness had seen anyone 
vomit or suffer diarrhoea after drinking the concoction. 
The witness responded in the negative. After serving 
the concoction, he claimed he would go out and have a 
cigarette so he did not know the immediate effects. The 
witness reminded the Commission that he himself drank 
the concoction but never experienced these adverse 

symptoms. However, after further questioning he 
acknowledged that unlike the patients, he was not 
living with HIV/AIDS. 

The Lead Counsel then asked directly whether the 
patients in the programme were cured, to which 
Ansumana Jammeh said, repeatedly, that they were. 
The Lead Counsel then gave the witness a piece 
of paper and asked him to write the names of the 
people who were cured. The Lead Counsel then told 
the witness that a number of the people listed told 
the Commission they were not cured. 

After a brief procedural digression, the witness 
acknowledged having a close relationship with 
the patients. He said he found the first batch at 
Serrekunda Hospital, where paramilitary officers 
were manning the gate, but where the patients were 
still allowed to leave and have visitors. Despite the 
Lead Counsel pointing out that this ran opposite to 
the testimony of the patients, the witness swore it 
was true. The Lead Counsel then pointed out that 
Fatou Jatta60 was on the witness’ list, but she had 
testified that they were not allowed to leave. The 
witness claimed that Fatou Jatta and all those who 
said they were not allowed to leave were lying.  

The Lead Counsel then brought out an investigation61 
carried out by Sarah Bosha and a team of researchers 
on the impact of the presidential programme on 
people living with HIV in The Gambia and the country’s 
larger HIV response. 

The authors interviewed 182 people 
and concluded that the patients 
were not allowed to leave or have 
visitors. The witness said the report 
was false, and asked if its authors 
were Gambian. 
The Lead Counsel said they were, but the witness 
stayed his ground. The Lead Counsel then brought 
up the name Fatou Sanyang, saying she had a visitor 
and was subsequently expelled from the programme. 

60See TRRC Digest Edition 15 pages 68 – 79.
61See The Impact of the Presidential Alternative Treatment Program on People Living with HIV and the Gambian 
HIV response, Sarah L Bosha Et al in Health Human Rights, June 2019.

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31239630/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31239630/
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Moving on, the Lead Counsel again asked Ansumana 
Jammeh if Yahya Jammeh personally gave the 
medicine. 

The witness said he had no memory 
of this taking place. The Lead 
Counsel then accused the witness 
of not speaking the truth, and said 
they had videos of Yahya Jammeh 
serving the medicines. 
The witness responded he could only speak to what 
he had seen personally. As the video was prepared, 
the Lead Counsel then asked about the massages of 
the patients. The witness again said he massaged 
them but he never saw the then President partake. 
The Lead Counsel reminded the witness it was 
a criminal offence to lie under oath or give false 
information to the Commission. 

After the video was played for the Commission, the 
witness said he remembered it, but that he was not 
present. He claimed it was the first time seeing the 
video. When asked to identify one of the people in the 
video, he very hesitantly said it was then President 
Yahya Jammeh, and admitted that he was massaging 
the patients. The witness again claimed this was the 
first time he had seen this. When asked whether he 
also massaged female patients, the witness said “it 
could be” and that he could not remember. Despite 
more probing questions and the Lead Counsel 
pointing out he was already changing his story, 
the witness maintained he had never seen Yahya 
Jammeh massage female patients. He insisted he 
was not lying, and previous inconsistencies in his 
testimony were simply mistakes. 

After further back and forth, Ansumana Jammeh 
acknowledged that he did witness Yayha Jammeh 
massage the patients a long time ago. When it was 
pointed out this was not what he had said minutes 
ago, he claimed the video had refreshed his memory. 
The Lead Counsel also pointed out that in his 

The witness denied such a thing ever happened. Instead, 
he claimed there was a special area where patients 
received their visitors at the facilities, and that any 
records – if they were not burned or eaten by termites – 
would show this. 

Furthermore, Ansumana Jammeh claimed that some 
patients even brought members of their family. When 
asked for more details, he asserted it was about 3 or 
4 people who had done this, and said someone even 
brought their sister. However, he initially claimed he 
could not remember their names, before announcing 
he remembered one person who was already on the list 
he had provided who brought a relative. After looking at 
the sheet, the Lead Counsel pointed out that the person 
he was pointing to had already testified she was there 
with her son, not her sister. Nevertheless, the witness 
insisted he was telling the truth.

The Lead Counsel then read from the report that the first 
cohort was a mixture of people who voluntarily joined the 
programme and those who joined under duress. Once in 
the programme, patients were instructed to discontinue 
their antiretroviral medication and abstain from kola nuts, 
coffee, and sex. The witness agreed this second part 
was true, but went on to say he could not remember them 
being forbidden from eating or drinking anything from 
outside the facility. He reiterated that he remembered 
patients were allowed to come and go as they wished, 
and again alleged that Fatou Jatta’s testimony and the 
aforementioned study were inaccurate.

The Lead Counsel then read from Fatou Jatta’s statement 
that she took the concoction two or three times every 
day, that her condition was worse after the programme, 
and that people thought she would die before being 
discharged. Moving on, she said she was not allowed 
to be referred to the hospital by Yahya Jammeh until 
she was finally admitted “by accident” with her child. 
The Lead Counsel pointed out there was no mention of 
her sister. Furthermore, he continued reading, they were 
not allowed visitors, were not allowed to leave, and were 
guarded by paramilitaries and plain clothed officers who 
lived on the premises and would sometimes allow the 
patients to use their phones. The witness again charged 
that she was lying. 
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statement he had said he had never massaged a female 
patient, to which the witness again responded he could 
not remember. 

The Lead Counsel, growing exasperated, 
then asked the witness again whether 
he believed that the patients were 
cured. The witness said he did, and 
when the Lead Counsel pointed out 
he had only given them a list of three 
people after 10 years of working in 
the programme, the witness claimed a 
larger list was with Dr. Tamsir Mbowe. 
He said the list he provided was of only those he considered 
his personal friends. The Lead Counsel countered that 
regardless if they were his friends or not, they were not 
cured. The witness then equivocated between insisting 
they were cured and claiming he did not know. When the 
Lead Counsel brought up Fatou Jatta again, the witness 
insisted she was cured because that is what the results 
read by Dr. Tamsir Mbowe showed. 

The Lead Counsel then moved on and confronted 
Ansumana Jammeh with the allegation that people died 
in the programme. The witness declared, multiple times, 
that he never saw this happen. When asked if there was 
anyone who worked in the programme longer than him, 
he named Dr. Tamsir Mbowe and said he found Dr. Malick 
Njie there as well. However, after further questioning he 
said he could not remember if Dr. Malick Njie was there 
longer than one year. He reiterated that he saw no one die 
inside the hospital during his 10 years in the programme. 
The Lead Counsel then read the names of ten people 
alleged to have passed away during the programme itself 
including Fatou Ceesay, Mariama Jawara, Fatou Sonko, 
Nyima Keita, Musa Dibba, Mariama Tamba, Eda Gibba, 
Kebba Seydi, Malick Jeng, and Lamin Jarju. In response 
to each name the witness said he either did not recognise 
them or they could have been there but that he did not 
remember. He maintained that he never saw nor heard 
that people died during the programme. 

The witness then confirmed that he was present 
during the discharge of the first batch of patients. 
He said all the members of the batch were present. 
The Lead Counsel then countered that a number of 
patients were declared absent. The witness claimed 
ignorance and insisted that all the patients were 
there. The Lead Counsel said a video would be 
played for the Commission and he would be shown 
to be lying, at which point he replied that “those who 
were there were the ones who were there.”

After brief laughter from the interpreters, the Lead 
Counsel charged that Yahya Jammeh’s treatment 
programme for HIV/AIDS was fake. Ansumana 
Jammeh avowed it was the first time he was hearing 
such a statement, and maintained that he believed 
the programme was genuine. He agreed that his 
perception was as soon as they were discharged, 
they were cured. He again claimed that Fatou Jatta, 
along with the other people on the list who the Lead 
Counsel pointed out testified they were not cured, 
were lying. The Lead Counsel accused the witness 
of being untruthful, and thus ended his questioning. 

After brief discussion on procedural issues, 
Commissioner Kinteh asked Ansumana Jammeh 
about the extent of his relationship with the patients 
who were discharged. The witness responded he 
would sometimes socialise with them and attend 
events to which he was invited. When asked to 
name them, he pointed to number five as well as 
one, two and three, on the list he had written. The 
Commissioner asked if these people told him they 
were cured or whether he was just guessing from 
their physical status. The witness responded that 
they said they had been cured on the day of their 
discharge, and after further questioning, maintained 
they continued to tell him they were cured afterwards.

The Commissioner then asked if he was massaging 
mostly the men or mostly the women. The witness 
responded that it was mostly men, but that he did 
massage some women. The witness said he started 
from the stomach and went up, then from the knees 
down, so they did not touch the women’s groins. 
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that he had testified he had consumed the HIV/AIDS 
medication to alleviate body pain. The witness gave 
a non-answer and affirmed that he was not living with 
HIV/AIDS.

Imam Sey then reminded the witness he was under 
oath and accused him of not taking it seriously. He 
pointed out all the doctors who had testified were 
very knowledgeable people who all said no one had 
been cured in the programme, which corroborated 
the patients’ own testimonies. Furthermore, he 
said people dying was no joke and that he did not 
understand how the witness had answered the way 
he had.

In his final comments, Ansumana Jammeh greeted 
and thanked the Commissioners for their work and 
asked God to reward them all. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Denial of right to health

Yahya Jammeh, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe, Ansumana 
Jammeh (confessed)

Sexual Assault

Yahya Jammeh63

The Lead Counsel then interrupted and asked the audio-
visual team to play an image on the screen. 

The Commissioner described how 
in the image Yahya Jammeh was 

massaging a woman and you could 
tell his hand extended “further than 

normally accepted.”
Moving on, Commissioner Kinteh then asked clarifying 
questions to ascertain when the witness was brought 
into the programme. The witness said it was around the 
second batch. When it was pointed out that Dr. Malick 
Njie said he was only there for the first batch, the witness 
said that he entered the programme as Dr. Malick Njie 
was exiting. The Lead Counsel interjected again to point 
out that this statement was inconsistent with what was 
in his statement. The witness again said that he was not 
perfect and the processes of testifying had refreshed his 
memory.

The Commissioner then brought up the testimony of 
Lamin Gano62, who had testified that those who drank 
the concoctions used to vomit, and after vomiting would 
be made to drink the concoction again to ensure it stayed 
in the system. Lamin Gano also apparently testified that 
he also drank the concoction but it did not have adverse 
effects on him. The witness said that Lamin Gano was 
lying and that he never used to work with him. He affirmed 
that he never saw any patient suffer diarrhoea. 

The Lead Counsel then brought out some pictures for 
Ansumana Jammeh to view. He asked the witness if he 
was in the photos. He identified himself in the first photo 
but said he was not present in the second or third. 

Lastly, Commissioner Kinteh asked about Yusupha 
Sanneh, who the witness had alleged brought them the 
herbs. The witness responded that Yusupha Sanneh was 
a soldier who claimed to be from Sifoe. According to the 
witness, Yusupha Sanneh also brought the ointment that 
was rubbed on patients during the massage.

Bishop Odico then asked the witness if he had ever 
heard of a cough mixture that cures a headache. The 
witness said he had not, to which the Bishop pointed out 

62Lamin Gano testified earlier in session 16.
63While Ansumana Jammeh never definitely stated that Yahya Jammeh committed sexual assault, the 
Commissioners and the Lead Counsel acknowledged so just by watching the video played during Commissioner 
Kinteh’s questions.
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WITNESS NAME: Dr. Tamsir Mbowe

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 21st October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The Presidential fake HIV/AIDS 
treatment programme

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Minister of Health 
(2004-2007)

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Director General of the 
Presidential Alternative Treatment Programme, PATP

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: General 
practitioner at his own clinic

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe began his testimony by outlining his 
primary and secondary education in The Gambia, the 
first year of medical school at the University of Ife64 in 
Nigeria, and the nine years he spent in Luhansk in what 
was then the Soviet Union65 studying for his medical 
degree, which he completed in 1994. He then spent two 
years at a teaching hospital in Ghana before going to the 
University of Dublin in Ireland for a postgraduate diploma 
in obstetrics and gynaecology, after which he returned to 
The Gambia in 1998. He clarified that in addition to his 
work in obstetrics and gynaecology at the Royal Victoria 
Hospital, RVH66, he also worked as a general practitioner 
in his own clinic. 

When the Lead Counsel asked the witness to outline his 
academic achievements, the witness responded instead 
that he practiced clinical medicine. After further prodding, 
he said he was a chief medical director at Royal Victoria 
Teaching Hospital, RVTH. The Lead Counsel pointed out 
this was an appointed position as opposed to a position 

that is earned through academic achievement. The 
witness conceded that he is not a medical fellow nor 
does he belong to any professional organisation such 
as the West African College of Surgeons67. Instead, 
he argued, attaining these positions or belonging 
to these organisations is not indicative of medical 
knowledge. He claimed the most important aspect 
of medicine is clinical experience and rejected that 
professional certifications serve as a stamp of 
credibility or standing. He claimed that in particular 
cases someone with just one degree is a better 
surgeon than someone with many degrees. 

The Lead Counsel pushed back that usually the 
higher one’s qualifications, the better they are at the 
job. Dr. Tamsir Mbowe replied that while he was not 
a professor in obstetrics and gynaecology, he felt he 
was better at the procedures than any professor or 
consultant in the field. The Lead Counsel stated that 
it was clear there were higher positions in the medical 
field the witness could claim. The witness hurriedly 
agreed, before diverting to discuss how there were 
various schools of thought in medicine around the 
world. After again boasting of his surgical skills, he 
said the reason he was arguing the point is because 
when he first returned to RVH in 1998, there was 
a disagreement on whether he should have done a 
surgery without a “consultant” present.  The Lead 
Counsel then announced he was moving on, saying 
he simply wanted to know whether the witness had 
gone above the level of consultant in obstetrics and 
gynaecology, but that was clearly not the case. 

Moving on, the witness confirmed that he was the 
Minister of Health from 2004 to 2007 and that then 
President Yahya Jammeh announced he had a cure 
for HIV/AIDS on January 17th, 2007.  Soon after, the 
witness revealed, the President told him that he had 
herbs, which could eliminate the HIV/AIDS virus. 

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe wholeheartedly 
agreed that Yahya Jammeh claimed 
he could cure HIV/AIDS, a claim, 

the witness proudly stated, he 
continues to stand by today. 

64Now Obafemi Awolowo University in Ife, Osun State, Nigeria.
65Now Eastern Ukraine.
66Later designated a teaching hospital with the name Royal Victoria Teaching Hospital, RVTH.
67A professional organisation that promotes training, examinations and research in surgery in West Africa and 
one of two bodies which accredits training institutions in member countries.
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On that premise, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe continued, the 
message that anyone interested could join on a voluntary 
basis was transmitted throughout the country. The Lead 
Counsel questioned whether that was indeed the case 
for the first batch, to which the witness replied that he 
was not aware because he was not involved in the first 
batch’s selection. 

The Lead Counsel then took a step back and confirmed 
that at the time the witness was overseeing the 
implementation of the national HIV policy. The witness 
replied that as the minister of health it was under him, 
but he did not oversee that section, adding that Yahya 
Jammeh was his boss. When asked whether HIV/AIDs 
was considered a death sentence in 2007, the witness 
replied that conventional medicine had condemned all 
HIV patients to death. He said it is only with the newest 
antiretrovirals that the prognosis has brightened. Despite 
further questioning, he maintained that with conventional 
medicine HIV/AIDs was a death sentence in 2007. 
However, he told the Commission that at the time he had 
a feeling that there must be a cure, and he suspected it 
came from traditional medicine. 

After Yahya Jammeh’s declaration, Tamsir Mbowe 
continued, he was made the Director General of the 
programme. He testified that his main role was to assist 
clinically – monitoring symptoms and abnormalities - and 
monitor the patients to ascertain if they needed to be 
referred elsewhere. He specified that if they were in Foni, 
the patients would be referred to Bwiam, and if they were 
in Banjul, they would be taken to RVTH. 

The Lead Counsel asked the witness to explain how the 
treatment eliminated the virus. The witness said patients 
were given medication, but that he did not know what 
kind. He remembered that Yahya Jammeh initially told 
him there were seven different medications68 from The 
Gambia and Latin America in his programme. Later, the 
then President told him there were more than twenty 
herbs in his treatments, which he claimed could also cure 
infertility and illness. When asked whether he believed 
the President, the witness shot back: “Why should I not 
believe him?”

Moving on to the issue of whether Yahya Jammeh 
presented himself as a medical doctor, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
made the distinction between a traditional doctor and 

a conventional doctor. He explained that Kanilai 
is recognised for traditional medicine, to which 
the Lead Counsel specified they were known to fix 
fractures, which is a different branch of medicine 
from infectious diseases. The witness responded 
that traditional practitioners might not know what 
an infectious disease is or about pharmacology, but 
they will know the cure. Under further questioning 
he agreed that some might specialise, but added 
again that while they might not know the scientific 
explanation, they had the ability to cure a virus like 
hepatitis. 

When asked if this was dangerous, the witness 
responded with a line that became well worn 
throughout his testimony: “medicine is the 
restoration of the sick to health.” The Lead Counsel 
repeated his question about the dangers of not 
knowing the scientific effects of the medication they 
were prescribing, and the witness responded that 
traditional healers simply lacked the vocabulary to 
explain how their medications worked. He said that 
good traditional healers also know the side effects 
of the medicine they prescribe. When pressed about 
side effects that might be less visible, the witness 
replied that if it was hidden, it was not a side effect. 
After further sparring, the witness admitted that 
traditional healers did not have access to all branches 
of science. However, when asked again whether it 
would be problematic to give medications without 
knowing their impact, the witness equivocated that 
it would be a problem for both conventional doctors 
and traditional healers.

After a break, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe said as far as he knew, 
the patients volunteered to join the programme. They 
were registered upon arrival and basic investigations 
were conducted. He denied that patients were not 
allowed to leave, saying they did go out from time 
to time. He admitted there were military guards, 
but claimed he saw visitors and that patients had 
their mobiles to communicate with their families. 
The Lead Counsel then asked the witness to read 
from his statement, in which the witness had said 
the facilities where the programme took place were 
heavily guarded and that patients were not allowed 

68Tamsir Mbowe says medications but there is a disagreement where the Lead Counsel Essa Faal wanted to use the 
word concoction/herbs, which Tamsir Mbowe did not agree with. We generally stuck to what the witness said.
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to speak with anyone outside the programme. Dr Tamsir 
Mbowe, while agreeing that his two statements did not 
match, said his written statement only applied to the first 
six months of the programme, and that later the situation 
relaxed. 

The Lead Counsel pointed out that Ansumana Jammeh 
had testified the previous day that at no point were the 
patients denied visitors, the right to leave, or the right 
to see other people. During a back and forth on when 
exactly Ansumana Jammeh joined the programme, the 
witness added that Dr. Njie69 was present during the first, 
second, and third batches. When pressed to confirm that 
Dr Njie was present for the second batch, the witness 
denied that he was aware of Dr. Njie’s role. The Lead 
Counsel countered that the witness was the Director 
General of the programme and that everything revolved 
around him. The witness disputed this characterisation, 
saying that regardless of his title, his main role was to 
clinically monitor the patients. The Lead Counsel said 
that Dr. Njie had said he was not there beyond the first 
batch, to which the witness said he remembered seeing 
him. The witness told the Lead Counsel to refer to the 
Gambia Radio and Television Service, GRTS tapes where 
he said everything was documented. 

Moving back to whether or not the patients were allowed 
to leave, the Lead Counsel stated that an organisation 
that had done investigations into the programme had 
also reported that patients were not allowed contact with 
the outside world. Dr. Tamsir Mbowe denied the charge. 
Even when it was pointed out this was also the testimony 
of the patients themselves, he continued to reject the 
claim. When asked whether it would have been unlawful 
to detain and subject people to this treatment, the 
witness said it would depend on the terms and conditions 
they entered the treatment under. After further pressing, 
he said there were no relevant documents signed in his 
presence and he was not aware of any consent forms.

The Lead Counsel then asked the witness if as a medical 
doctor he was bound by a code of ethics. The witness 
responded that he was given a medical certificate to 
restore the sick to health. When asked whether this 
was done in whatever way he pleased or with rules, the 
witness responded “what rules?” 

He then revealed he had not been 
given a certificate to practice 
medicine by the Medical and Dental 
Council of The Gambia and was 
using one given by his (unspecified) 
university. 
After further direct questioning, he did agree that he 
was bound by a code of conduct, as were the nurses 
who took part in the programme.

Dr Tamsir Mbowe then told the Commission that 
the programme combined both traditional and 
conventional medicine. The Lead Counsel said the 
only thing traditional about the treatment was the 
medicine, after which he quickly backtracked saying 
he had been corrected to use the word concoction. 
The witness took offence, saying herbal medicine was 
the correct terminology. After further argument on the 
definition of concoction, the witness maintained that 
the traditional part of the treatment was not limited 
solely to the herbs. He testified that the clinical 
observations were done both in a conventional sense 
by him, and in a traditional sense by Yahya Jammeh. 
This was followed by another semantic argument over 
whether the word “traditional healer” or “traditional 
doctor” was more appropriate. 

The witness refused to agree that the bulk of 
the programme consisted of the procedures of 
conventional medicine, claiming instead that at its 
core the treatment was the then President’s herbs. 
He then tried to argue that some traditional facilities 
are better than conventional ones and that a good 
traditional healer could explain his treatment in a 
conventional sense. He said Yahya Jammeh was 
mixing the best parts of traditional and conventional 
medicine. He confirmed that while the medical 
and clinical observations were done “traditionally”, 
medical doctors in their robes and stethoscopes were 
also present. He stated emphatically this blending 
was a positive element of the programme. 

At the same time, Dr. Tamsir Mobowe strongly 
disagreed that the programme should have been 

69Likely Dr. Malick Njie, who testified earlier in this session.
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regulated in a conventional manner. The Lead Counsel 
alleged the witness was disagreeing because he 
knew the implications of being bound by the rules of 
conventional medicine. The witness again repeated his 
line about restoring the sick to health, and said it was 
not an issue for convention to borrow from tradition and 
vice versa. After more back and forth, the witness again 
accepted that Yahya Jammeh combined the two systems, 
but still refused to say that he used a wholly conventional 
medicine set up, arguing that some traditional healers 
have their own hospitals with beds. 

After arguing that traditional healers in some countries 
also have hospitals and labs, the witness acknowledged 
that Yahya Jammeh was using facilities, specifically the 
Serrekunda hospital, that were conventional facilities in 
The Gambia, as well as conventionally trained nurses. 
However, when asked about the doctors, the witness 
asserted there were both conventional and traditional 
doctors, including some from Asia, present. However, 
when pressed he said he only ever saw the Asian doctors 
talking to Yahya Jammeh or touching the patients. When 
the Lead Counsel pointed out that these people were 
not administering medicine and were likely just visiting, 
the witness shot back that they were introduced to him 
as doctors, but that he could not say whether they were 
visitors or actually played a role in the treatment. 

When it was pointed out, again, that he was the director 
general of the programme, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe shot back 
that he was under the President. He defended that he 
did his job, which he narrowly defined as monitoring the 
patients, well. Nevertheless, when the Lead Counsel said 
it sounded like he had a title without any responsibilities, 
the witness retorted that he also was involved in scanning 
and selecting patients, as well as analysing lab results. 
When asked if he had supervisory authority, he replied 
that he simply relayed directives from Yahya Jammeh to 
the rest of the team. 

The Lead Counsel asked again if testimony from former 
patients that they were held as prisoners was in any way 
accurate. The witness responded that these witnesses 
used to praise Yahya Jammeh. He accused them of 
changing their stories and told the Lead Counsel to watch 
the GRTS tapes. The Lead Counsel said they had played 
a selection of the GRTS tapes, and that the patients had 

said testified they had no choice but to say what 
Yahya Jammeh wanted to hear. Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
then directly attacked the credibility of the patient’s 
testimonies, which was followed by the Lead Counsel 
substantiating their reliability.

The witness agreed that he was close to Yahya 
Jammeh, who he described as a powerful president. 
He said that while some people thought the then 
President was the best person in the world, others 
felt he was an evil man. When asked his opinion, he 
responded, “my relationship with Yahya is personal.” 
When pressed on this point, the witness asked to 
move on. The Lead Counsel obliged him.

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe then denied that Yahya Jammeh 
rejected criticism of the treatment programme, saying 
that he used to give him advice. The Lead Counsel 
asked if he ever told the President the programme 
was bogus, to which the witness responded the 
programme was legitimate, so there was no reason 
to offer criticism. While he first claimed he did not 
know anyone who criticised the programme, he then 
quickly recognised the name of the then United 
Nations Development Program, UNDP coordinator 
Fadzai Gwaradzimba. The witness claimed that Fadzai 
Gwarandzimba came to his office and accused him 
of helping Yahya Jammeh with the treatment by giving 
the patients antiretroviral drugs. However, when 
asked about her critical statement that led to her 
being forced to leave, he said he did not read the 
statement and was unaware of what transpired. Even 
when it was pointed out that he was the minister of 
health at the time, he maintained his ignorance. He 
tried to deflect blame for not knowing, asking why 
the Lead Counsel, a Gambian citizen, did not write a 
letter to the President at the time if his action were 
so egregious. Furthermore, he said, many people 
criticised Yahya Jammeh and they were not expelled. 
When asked to give names, he said he did not know 
anyone.  

The witness denied that the statements given by 
people in the programme were stage-managed and 
said despite the fact that they were being fed and 
taken care of by Yahya Jammeh, the patients could 
have easily denounced the programme as a forgery. 
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When asked again if Yahya Jammeh was accommodating 
to criticism, the witness now replied that he did not know, 
as he was not Yahya Jammeh. 

The Lead Counsel then brought Dr. Tamsir Mbowe back 
to the first batch of patients. The witness said he first 
saw the patients at the glasshouse on January 17th, 
2007. While he was not appointed director general of 
the programme until 2008, he explained that he helped 
administer the topical medications in the first batch in 
addition to observing the patients. He said there were 
other doctors involved in giving medication, but that he did 
not want to mention names. Under further pressure, he 
mentioned Mariatou Jallow and Dr. Njie as participating. 

The witness claimed the President himself organised the 
testing of samples and asserted his ignorance of any 
arrangements with specific testing institutions. However, 
he admitted he knew that some samples were sent to 
the lab of Professor Mboup70 in Dakar, but claimed he 
had never met nor spoken with Professor Mboup. When 
the Lead Counsel said they had received evidence the 
witness had organised the testing with Professor Mboup 
in the Dakar, the witness said their evidence must 
be false. The Lead Counsel reiterated that Abdoulie 
Batchilly testified under oath that he was in the witness’ 
office when he called Professor Mboup in Dakar and 
made arrangements for the samples to be taken to 
Senegal.  The witness retorted that at the glasshouse 
he saw Abdoulie Batchilly tell Yahya Jammeh he knew 
Professor Mboup in Dakar and said the samples could be 
sent there. The witness alleged that Abdoulie Batchilly’s 
version of events was devoid of truth. 

Regardless of who organised the testing of the samples 
in Dakar, Tamsir Mbowe said, the viral load counts were 
not done in The Gambia. While the Medical Research 
Council, MRC, might have had the capacity to do them, 
the then President did not want to have the tests done 
there. When the Lead Counsel explained that Abdoulie 
Batchilly had testified to that affect, the witness again 
questioned the credibility of Abdoulie Batchilly as a 
witness. The Lead Counsel said that both the witness 
and Abdoulie Batchilly had their own version of events, 
and the Commission would look at both to see which is 
accurate.

The witness told the Commission that he was only 
involved in the viral load test. He added he was not 
involved in the antigen antibody test, which he said 
would always be positive, and was required to join 
the President’s programme. When asked specifically 
about the samples that were taken to University 
Cheikh Anta Diop, the witness replied he was not 
there that morning and Abdoulie Batchilly had taken 
the samples from the patients. He said it was the 
viral load test, but when asked if it was the first viral 
load test conducted as a part of the programme, he 
equivocated, saying he did not know. Under further 
questioning, he admitted that they did not have any 
baseline information about the patient’s viral loads.

After lunch, the Lead Counsel went over Tamsir 
Mbowe’s testimony that the tests done in Dakar were 
the first viral load tests they had done. The witness 
said he was in Kanilai at the time when he got a 
call from Abdoulie Batchilly that the results had come 
in and some of the patients were undetectable. 
The witness then relayed the message through 
one of Yahya Jammeh’s orderlies. In a subsequent 
conversation with the then President, the witness 
said, Yahya Jammeh told him to make sure Abdoulie 
Batchilly had Professor Mboup himself sign the 
results. He confirmed that this was done.

The Lead Counsel then stated there must have been 
significant documentation throughout the programme 
about the patients, treatments given, and the test 
results. The witness replied that everything was 
turned over to Yahya Jammeh as soon as it arrived. 

Upon further questioning, he 
confirmed that the nurses who kept 
the records of the patients were 
responsible to him, but that he did 
not know where those records are “I 
don’t have a single record about the 
treatment,” he said, beaming at the 
Lead Counsel, “all the documents 
are with Yahya Jammeh.”

70Likely Professor Souleyman Mboup. For a few minutes the Lead Counsel mistakenly referred to him as 
Professor Diouf, but he later corrected himself and stated for the record he was referring to Professor Mboup.
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In terms of lab results, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe continued, 
he suggested the Lead Counsel use The Gambia’s 
bilateral relations to contact Professor Mboup and the 
labs in Egypt who had run the tests. He denied the 
Lead Counsel’s accusation that it was suspicious that 
the President himself had custody of the documents 
instead of the programme, saying he had so much to do 
at the time it was easier to not keep the documents. He 
claimed ignorance as to what Yahya Jammeh did with the 
documents. Sometimes, he admitted, copies would be 
made which were left with the secretary in Bakau.

Returning to the first viral load tests, the witness 
remembered the results as being very positive with four 
or five people being undetectable. The Lead Counsel 
then had a short video played for the Commission of the 
witness announcing the first positive results. In the clip, 
the witness named each participant and their viral test 
load result. For those who were not undetectable, he said 
that the virus had been reduced in their blood. While the 
clip played, the witness said the results must have been 
the ones coming from Egypt or Morocco. Seconds later 
in the clip itself it was announced the results were from 
Cheikh Anta Diop University in Dakar. 

After the clip ended and Dr. Tamsir Mbowe again confirmed 
that these were the results from the first viral load test, 
the Lead Counsel asked how he could say the viral load 
had reduced if these were the first results they had seen? 
The witness waffled, saying that he was just thinking, 
and that he did not select the patients. When the Lead 
Counsel began to break down how a baseline would be 
needed to say whether there had been improvement or 
deterioration, the witness agreed he had made a mistake 
on this occasion. However, he rejected the charge that 
there was no scientific basis for his pronouncement, 
saying that the clinical data suggested improvement. 

When the Lead Counsel accused 
the witness of trying to muddy the 

waters, the witness again agreed that 
he had made a mistake.

However, the witness continued to maintain that the 
clinical gains suggested improvement. The Lead Counsel 
pointed out that even clinical gains must be based on 

baseline information. The witness admitted error, 
but then said that he was encouraged by the lack 
of symptoms such as diarrhoea, vomiting, dizziness, 
loss of weight and lesions. The Lead Counsel shot 
back that many of the patients were not too advanced 
when they started the programme. When he cited 
the case of Fatou Jatta71, who was not even on 
antiretrovirals at the time, the witness claimed that 
Fatou Jatta was constantly changing her story and 
was unreliable. The Lead Counsel pointed out that 
Fatou Jatta is a patient who went through a painful 
experience, and that the witness was a medical 
doctor with no records to back up his statements. 
The witness, agitated at this comment, blustered 
that the Commission should ask Yahya Jammeh 
for the records, look at the GRTS tapes, or contact 
the laboratories in Egypt and Senegal. Upon further 
questioning, he declared he felt no obligation to keep 
the records himself. 

The Lead Counsel then asked Dr. Tamsir Mbowe for a 
definition of “undetectable.” The witness replied that 
it meant that the amount of virus in the blood was 
less than 25 or 50 (assumedly that many copies per 
millilitre of blood). Scientifically, he claimed, if there 
is no virus, there is no pathogen and the patient 
can no longer get the disease. They are, in effect, 
cured. When the Lead Counsel pointed out that even 
“undetectable” meant there was still some of the 
virus in the blood, the witness said this boiled down 
to a problem with conventional medicine because for 
the pathogen to manifest itself there has to be a 
certain threshold in the blood. 

After a heated exchange over the difference between 
a virus and a pathogen, or whether such a difference 
even existed, the Lead Counsel asked the witness 
how he would respond to the explanation that an 
undetectable result means simply that the disease 
is under control but not that it is removed from 
the system. The witness initially responded with a 
convoluted explanation of how AIDS affects the body, 
before claiming that once someone is rid of the virus 
it’s undetectable. 

The Lead Counsel then explained that in his 
understanding the pathogen integrates itself into the 

71See TRRC Digest 15, pages 68 – 79.
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DNA before replicating itself. In response, the witness 
explained essentially the same process but with different 
phrasing, which led to further confusion. After arriving 
on roughly the same page, the Lead Counsel reported 
that according to the scientists who had appeared at the 
TRRC, the fact that HIV integrates itself into the DNA is 
what makes it so difficult to cure.

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe claimed this was wrong. He said even 
if you had 200 or 300 copies of the virus, as long as it 
is contained to one cell there would not be a problem. 
According to the witness, the herbs used in Yahya 
Jammeh’s treatment prevent the virus from attacking 
other cells and attaching itself to the T-helper72 and 
replicating. When asked whether he was the only scientist 
in the world with this knowledge, the witness responded 
that the experts testifying before the Commission should 
know what he was talking about. 

Furthermore, the witness claimed that Yahya Jammeh’s 
treatment used between 7 and 20 herbs, but unfortunately 
the pharmacology of the medications was unknown. 
When asked the scientific basis for the treatment, the 
witness cited his previous explanation. He said because 
all the medication was with the former President, and he 
himself was never told exactly what it consisted of, the 
treatment regimen could not be subjected to laboratory 
testing. He claimed the details of the treatment were the 
subject of investigation for all the world’s scientists. 

When the Lead Counsel again charged that he had no 
empirical evidence, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe claimed that the 
“undetectable” results from the viral load count were 
evidence enough. The Lead Counsel pointed out that they 
had no baseline to compare their results. The witness 
said that might be true, but further tests were done 
and then they could compare. He again urged the Lead 
Counsel to go to Dakar or Egypt to look at the results, to 
which the Lead Counsel suggested the results had been 
manipulated. “Never,” the witness shot back hostilely, 
would the Egyptian laboratory manipulate the results. 
The Lead Counsel pointed out that the Egyptian staff 
were not involved in the collecting of samples, never saw 
the patients, and thus were relying solely on the samples 
that were brought from The Gambia. The witness agreed, 
but said they could prove it was the patient’s sample by 
the DNA. 

The Lead Counsel countered that the samples were 
sent abroad for testing only, not comparison. The 
witness claimed that even a traditional healer would 
know if it is the blood of the patient before laying 
out how basic comparison of samples worked. He 
said there were 60 or 70 nurses as well as the lab 
technicians who witnessed the process. 

The Lead Counsel then revealed that the Commission 
had been told that some of the samples tested 
outside the country came from people who were not 
part of the programme. Dr Tamsir Mbowe acquiesced 
to this point and recounted how they were initially 
going to take 11-13 samples to take to Dakar. 

However, at 3 am he got a call 
from Yahya Jammeh, who told him 
to tell Abdoulie Batchilly to get 
three samples from outside the 
programme so people would not 
know there were 11 patients in 

the programme. 
The witness rejected that this was dubious, saying 
instead that Yahya Jammeh was “playing intelligence” 
in order to forestall any potential sabotage. He said 
the samples were labelled as coming from RVTH as 
opposed to the presidential programme as part of 
this effort. He again insisted it was not a regular 
occurrence but instead part of a tactical strategy.

At this point the Chair interrupted the testimony, 
which had become increasingly heated, to implore 
the witness and Lead Counsel to allow space for 
the interpreters. The Chair joked that they were not 
running a presidential debate before declaring he 
would not hesitate to use his mute button on either 
party. 

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe then confirmed again that in his 
opinion Yahya Jammeh cured HIV/AIDS. He said 
there had been seven batches with a total of around 
150 people, but only those with “undetectable” 
results were discharged from the programme. Those 
who were not undetectable were told to continue with 

72Also known as the CD4 cell, T-helper cells are key mediators of normal immune system responses.
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the “treatment.” He specified that Fatou Jatta and Lamin 
Sise were never actually discharged from the programme 
because their results were never “undetectable.” He said 
the undetectable result meant the patients were cured of 
HIV/AIDS at the time of the last test – “always remember 
the time factor there, it is not something eternal,” he said.

The Lead Counsel then accused the witness of moving 
the parameters of the programme. The witness denied 
the charge saying instead that being “cured” meant 
only for a certain period of time. He cited malaria as 
something someone can be cured of once but contract 
at a later date.

The Lead Counsel then moved the questioning onto the 
clinical gains the witness had mentioned, specifically 
those related to nutritional support. Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
replied that the diet during the programme was nothing 
special, to which the Lead Counsel pointed out that the 
witness could afford meat every day, something out of 
reach for the majority of Gambians. After a back and 
forth, the witness reluctantly agreed this was generally 
true. The Lead Counsel then stated that the diet was 
a contributing factor in keeping people healthier. The 
witness initially disputed this claim, but eventually 
relented that the diet was a contributing factor in the 
patient’s weight gain.

When the Lead Counsel then asked to confirm that some 
patients were on antiretrovirals before the President’s 
programme, the witness tried to distract by saying that 
patients were told if they left their antiretrovirals they 
would die in three months.  He eventually testified he did 
not know whether they had been on antiretrovirals, but 
he thought so. 

When the Lead Counsel suggested that 
the undetectable results from the first 
viral load test may have been caused by 
the lingering effects of the antiretroviral 
treatment, the witness alleged that 
antiretrovirals are not particularly 
effective in reducing the virus. 

After petty sniping about how the Lead Counsel 
had done his own research and an offer of faux 
congratulations from Dr. Tamsir Mbowe, the Lead 
Counsel explained that they had received information 
from MRC that when the President’s programme was 
launched, 90% of the MRC cohort had undetectable 
viral loads. The witness then attacked the MRC, 
saying that no one in The Gambia knew what they 
were doing and they did not share their data with 
Gambians. The witness declared Yahya Jammeh 
himself had told him this, after which the Lead 
Counsel said it was embarrassing that the President 
and Minister of Health were so in the dark on this 
subject. 

When asked if he would agree that patients were 
given hope by Yahya Jammeh’s announcement, the 
witness responded he could not read their minds. He 
insisted that the patients volunteered. The witness 
denied that the programme was intrusive and that 
patients were being touched everywhere, again 
telling the Lead Counsel to consult the GRTS tapes. 
The Lead Counsel said that the tapes were edited, to 
which the witness replied that some were not edited, 
but that he was not responsible for the tapes. 

When the Lead Counsel asked 
about the touching of women’s 
private parts, the witness said that 
the genitals are different from the 
breasts. The Lead Counsel disputed 
this as a technicality, but moved on.
Dr. Tamsir Mbowe then agreed that people joined the 
programme because they were promised a cure. He 
went on to argue that not only did Yahya Jammeh 
just pronounce them cured, but he actually cured 
them. The Lead Counsel then accused the witness 
and his associates of “overstretch[ing]” it. He directly 
alleged that the whole programme was fraudulent. 
The witness forcibly disagreed; again repeating that 
based on the undetectable viral load the virus had 
been eliminated from the system. The exchange 
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became increasingly heated, with the witness speaking 
over the interpreters, until the Chair had to intervene 
again announcing that he would cut the parties off to 
make space for the interpreters.

When the Lead Counsel repeated Abdoulie Batchilly’s 
accusation that the results after the Dakar tests were 
progressively worse, the witness suggested that Abdoulie 
Batchilly was lying, which he said could be confirmed 
by contacting the laboratory in Egypt. When faced with 
Professor Mboup’s accusation that his interpretation 
of the lab results was incorrect, the witness initially 
misrepresented the professor’s comments. After the Lead 
Counsel read the professor’s comments directly, which 
stipulated it was the interpretation of the results he was 
questioning, the witness again alleged that he was lying, 
insinuating it was related to Professor Mboup’s work with 
USAID. Citing the article he was reading from, the Lead 
Counsel also pointed out that the initially positive results 
would not be surprising because it was not too long after 
the patients had left their conventional medications. 

The Lead Counsel then alleged that many people died in 
the programme, a claim Dr. Tamsir Mbowe vehemently 
denied. The witness said anyone who died would have 
a death certificate, and that he never signed any death 
certificates for people in the programme. He clarified 
that four or five patients died at the sanatorium from 
tuberculosis and cardiac problems, but no patient died 
while they were in the programme itself. After arguing 
over the relevance of the specific place of death, the Lead 
Counsel had the witness explain that HIV/AIDS weakens 
the immune system to the point where other diseases, 
such as tuberculosis, take over and kill the patient. 

In response, the witness said “death 
is inevitable even in the best hands,” 
and specified that those who died of 
tuberculosis in the sanatorium had been 
“referred for further management.” 

When the Lead Counsel pointed out the fact they had 
been referred from the President’s programme, suggested 
the cure was failing, the witness again disputed the 

charge, saying he did not know where they contracted 
tuberculosis. The Lead Counsel declared their death 
from tuberculosis was caused by HIV/AIDS, but the 
witness snapped that there were many people with 
tuberculosis who did not have AIDS. 

After further mock graciousness about the Lead 
Counsel’s medical knowledge, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
agreed that HIV opens up the body to opportunistic 
infections such as tuberculosis. However, he also 
testified that many people who were referred on 
account of tuberculosis came back to the programme. 
Under further questioning, he conceded that many 
of the patients did not have tuberculosis when they 
joined the programme. He added that he, the nurses, 
and the President were around the patients but did 
not contract tuberculosis. The Lead Counsel pointed 
out this was because the witness, the nurses, and 
Yahya Jammeh, did not have AIDS and their immune 
system could fight off tuberculosis. The witness 
responded that it came down the individual’s genome 
and it could be that those who caught tuberculosis 
were “the unlucky ones.”

After another circuitous back and forth, the witness 
said it was unclear whether if he had not referred them 
to special treatment they would have died, claiming 
again that ultimately their death by tuberculosis 
depended on their genome. He said they were not 
necessarily referred because they were especially 
ill, but more because it is advisable for tuberculosis 
patients to remain in isolation. He said even though 
there is a cure for tuberculosis it does not mean it 
would be out of the order for people to die of the 
illness.

When charged that the cure did not work, Dr. Tamsir 
Mbowe continued to register his lack of acceptance. 
The Lead Counsel asked if he recalled announcing 
Fatou Fadera as undetectable and whether he was 
aware that she had since died, which resulted in a 
back and forth over whether Fatou Fadera was alive 
or whether there was confusion with Fatou Kaw. The 
Lead Counsel said they were both dead after having 
been pronounced undetectable, to which the witness 
replied that Fatou Fadera was still alive and Fatou 
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Kaw died after many years. The Lead Counsel disputed 
this, saying it was months, not years. The witness shot 
back that if patients died after the programme, it was 
because of other reasons, not because of HIV/AIDS.

The witness then asked the Lead Counsel what was 
the cause of death on the death certificate. The Lead 
Counsel said he did not know, and disputed the witness’ 
claim that they would prematurely list “AIDS” as cause 
of death. After further back and forth, they agreed that 
AIDS may have been listed as a secondary cause of 
death if they did not know the primary cause of death. 
The witness added this was more scientifically correct. 
The Lead Counsel disputed the second claim, leading to 
further argument over death certificate procedures.

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe again stated that despite the fact that 
Fatou Fadera died after being discharged and declared 
undetectable, her death was not caused by treatment 
failure. Instead, he continued to insist that she had been 
cured. When the Lead Counsel asked about someone 
named Fatou Ceesay, the witness responded he did not 
know the patients’ names. The Lead Counsel claimed 
that she also died during the treatment. He then asked 
about Nyima Keita, and when the witness could not 
identify her by her name, he added that she was the wife 
of one of the patients and died of hepatitis. The Lead 
Counsel also brought up the names Mariama Jawara and 
Fatou Sonko. The witness retorted that he only knew of 
four patients who died during the decade the programme 
was running.

The Lead Counsel shot back that the 
witness had testified that 5 people 
had died and 12 referred for further 
treatment, but that he was showing 
the witness that in fact 10 people had 
died. 
The witness claimed he decried the death of a single 
patient, but held that patients die in every medical facility. 
The Lead Counsel read the names of Fatou Sonko, 
Ngallo from Nfello, and Lamin Dampha. The witness 
claimed according to his records there were between 4-6 

deaths in the programme, after which Lead Counsel 
pointed out that his record-keeping skills were not 
worth bragging about considering that he had earlier 
claimed he had no records. When the witness claimed 
his memory of the situation was good enough, the 
Lead Counsel replied this was the “banalisation” of 
a truly horrific situation. He listed the names Lamin 
Dampha, Adama Jobarteh, Malick Jeng, Lamin Jarju, 
Lamin Batiya, who along with the previous names he 
mentioned, made up the 10 people who died during 
the programme. 

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe again claimed that those who died 
had been referred out of the programme, to which the 
Lead Counsel suggested they had been transferred 
because the witness “would not keep them to die 
in your hands.” Furthermore, the Lead Counsel 
charged, these people died needlessly. If they had 
been left on their antiretrovirals, he reasoned, they 
would not have passed away. The witness again 
offered his bizarre claim that conventional medicine 
condemned patients to death in three months. He 
pointed to Fatou Fadera, whom he said was alive, as 
an example of success. The Lead Counsel shot back 
that Fatou Fadera is alive because she returned to 
antiretrovirals.

The witness did not respond directly when the 
Lead Counsel began listing patients and asking 
if Yahya Jammeh claimed to have cured them, 
instead indicating that those patients would only be 
discharged when their viral load was undetectable. If 
the patient was not fully undetectable, Yahya Jammeh 
“will tell you be coming for the medications.” When it 
was pointed out that the initial announcement was 
the programme would take 3 to 10 days, the witness 
responded that “nothing in medicine in 100%.” He 
then argued that due to the time it took for the 
samples to go to Egypt and get tested, they could 
not prove anyone was cured in 3 days. He did say 
that some were “cured” in 3 months. 

The Lead Counsel then challenged the witness 
to name five people who were cured by the former 
President. Dr. Tamsir Mbowe deflected by suggesting 
the nurses would know better. He then named Fatou 
Fadera, who the Lead Counsel promptly said had 
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passed away. The witness then claimed that the patients 
could have been re-infected, saying this happens with 
malaria sometimes. When he told the Lead Counsel to 
go to Egypt to get the results, the Lead Counsel replied 
that going to Egypt was not important as they could not 
verify the tests. 

He pointed out that every person 
who was in the programme who had 
testified before the Commission said 
they had not been cured and were still 
on antiretrovirals. 
The witness shot back that none of the patients who had 
testified were ever technically discharged as their viral 
load never dropped to undetectable. He then outlined a 
hypothetical scenario where someone in the programme 
had an undetectable virus load left the programme, 
then come back three years later saying they were on 
antiretrovirals, insinuating they had been re-infected with 
HIV in the meantime. 

When the Lead Counsel replied that Fatou Jatta had 
testified she went on antiretrovirals immediately after 
being discharged, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe retaliated she was 
“one of the most unreliable witnesses.” The Lead Counsel 
then brought up Ousman Sowe, who the witness said 
used to write poems for Yahya Jammeh. He went on to 
claim there were two types of discharges, people who 
had an undetectable viral load (which he again equated 
to a cure), and those who had 50 copies of the virus in 
their system and who were allowed to return home, but 
told to come back and continue imbibing the “medicine.” 
He said he could not say whether these patients returned 
for further treatment. 

The Lead Counsel then had a video clip played in which 
the witness announced the discharge of patients from 
the programme. In the clip the witness said that their 
results, from laboratories abroad and in The Gambia, 
indicated they were undetectable. After a brief interruption 
to clarify a point, the clip continued, and the witness 
announced that there was no HIV in the patient’s blood 
and that incurable diseases from previous centuries had 
been cured, using the same line that medicine is the 

restoration of the sick to health. He then named a 
list of fourteen people who were being discharged 
that day: Ousman Sowe, Fatou Fadera, Fatou Kaw, 
Dado Jawo, Sulayman Sanyang, Kebba Saidy, Adama 
Sanneh, Yafai Touray, Maimuna Sanneh, Tida Gibba, 
Aja Touray and Dembo Bah.

The clip ended and the Lead Counsel pointed out 
that the first person the witness named in the clip 
as being discharged returned to antiretrovirals 
soon afterward. The witness again insinuated that 
the patient was re-infected by the virus. The Lead 
Counsel charged this was an excuse, and stated 
that the programme was a hoax and that patients 
were made to believe the disease would go away, but 
in reality, some of them died and the others had to 
return to treatment. The witness continued to claim 
that he would not discharge a patient without an 
undetectable viral load as reported by the laboratory 
in Egypt. 

The Lead Counsel again declared that the programme 
was a complete hoax. The witness replied, “no.” 
The Lead Counsel sent a list of people who died, 
but Dr Tamsir Mbowe deflected by asking for a cause 
of death, claiming ignorance, or indicating testing 
failure. Under pressure, he even went so far as to 
suggest that sexual relations during the programme 
were responsible for one patient being infected with 
HIV 2 (in addition to her previous HIV 1 diagnosis) 
during the programme. He again claimed that patients 
who were discharged quickly turned around and were 
re-infected, pointing to several names on the list. The 
next exchange followed a cyclical pattern where the 
witness continued to repeat his same deflections, 
insisting, “I am telling you this cure was true!”

The witness then asked the Lead Counsel why he 
was saying the treatment was a hoax. The Lead 
Counsel responded that out of the 182 people the 
witness discharged as “cured” who they had spoken, 
only one person actually claimed they were cured. 
Furthermore, the people they spoke with gave a list 
of 31 people who died during or immediately after the 
programme. “With such data as a scientist” the Lead 
Counsel said, turning the question around, “would 
you say the cure worked?”
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When Dr. Tamsir Mbowe continued to ask questions, the 
Lead Counsel cut him off saying that he was the one 
asking the questions. The Lead Counsel then repeated 
his question, to which the witness continued to insist 
that based on the viral load and CD4 count results, as 
well as the clinical gains, the programme was a success. 
The Lead Counsel then charged that the witness had 
purposefully kept no documents to substantiate his 
claims because he knew the issue would be investigated. 
The witness continued to implore the Lead Counsel to 
contact Egypt, Dakar, and even Yahya Jammeh for the 
records. 

Taking a different tack, the Lead Counsel asked the 
witness if he knew everything that was happening in the 
programme. After a few cagey responses, the witness 
affirmed that he had supervision over the collection 
and testing of samples and believed wholeheartedly in 
the results. He said Professor Mboup’s charge that he 
was reading the results incorrectly was false. The Lead 
Counsel - referencing the witness’s previous admission 
that he could not have claimed the patients were getting 
better from the first test because they did not have a 
baseline - pointed out that the witness had already given 
them an example of him reading results incorrectly. After 
further deflection, the Lead Counsel said he did not 
believe in the providence of the lab tests and accused 
the witness of “gross negligence,” to which the witness 
responded, “no human being is perfect.” 

While Dr. Tamsir Mbowe accepted, extremely reluctantly, 
that he made a fundamental mistake, he rejected 
that this mistake was emblematic of a problem in the 
programme he was running. When he again called for the 
Lead Counsel to go to Egypt, the Lead Counsel replied 
that he put more stock in the human beings who passed 
through the programme than lab results of questionable 
origin. The witness again responded by attacking the 
credibility of the witnesses, saying that Fatou Jatta did 
not immediately return to antiretrovirals and instead was 
employed by the then President. While the Lead Counsel 
did not dispute that she was employed by the President, 
he maintained that she rapidly returned to antiretrovirals 
and that the witness had promised to cure her in 3 to 10 
days. The witness responded that cures only ever work 
for between 60% and 80% of patients, the variation being 
a result of genetics. 

The Lead Counsel then pointed out that the witness 
was the only scientist before the Commission who 
said that an undetectable viral load meant someone 
had been cured. He then read a definition from 
Medical News Today, which stated that patients 
with an undetectable viral load could live with HIV. 
He pointed out there was nothing about a cure in 
the definition. The witness said perhaps the term 
“cure” should be put to an end in medicine, and 
again claimed that once the pathogen was out of the 
system the patient would never get the disease. 

When pressed further, Dr. Tamsir Mbowe said all the 
other scientists and medical journals were wrong, 
but claimed he was not the only scientist who had 
endorsed Jammeh’s “cure.” When asked to name 
others, he rambled incoherently about an organisation 
in Thailand, which the Lead Counsel charged was 
bogus. The witness portrayed the question of 
whether traditional medicine cures HIV/AIDS as an 
open argument in the scientific community. 

The Lead Counsel reiterated that the person who 
did the test (assumedly Abdoulie Batchilly) had 
testified that the test results were actually getting 
progressively worse. The witness shot back “that boy 
is a pathological liar.” Furthermore, the Lead Counsel 
continued, Abdoulie Batchilly claimed he returned to 
the witness’ office to say the information they were 
banding around was bogus. The witness maintained 
that Batchilly was lying. 

The Lead Counsel then asked Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
if taking antiretrovirals every day was difficult for 
patients. The witness equivocated, saying some 
patients had a hard time taking drugs while others had 
no problems, and that he had no personal experience 
with the matter. When asked if he really thought that 
patients who had gone through the programme would 
willingly go back on antiretrovirals, the witness said 
they would because they would not want to tell the 
then president they had been re-infected.

The witness insisted that the lab results suggested 
the programme was working, to which the Lead 
Counsel pointed out that the initial tests done in 
Dakar had included uninfected people. The witness 
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claimed this was “very normal” to safeguard the 
treatment. The Lead Counsel alleged “that is the stuff of 
charlatans and quacks,” which the witness denied. The 
accusations against Yahya Jammeh, the witness said, 
were by people who were upset the virus had eluded 
them. When Abdoulie Batchilly’s evidence was presented 
again, the witness attacked him as a “professional 
pathological liar.”

The Lead Counsel pointed out that of the 182 people 
they had spoken with, only one said they had been cured. 
He charged that the witness’ record was so dismal 
because the programme was fake. Dr. Tamsir Mbowe 
answered “no,” and the Lead Counsel said he had no 
further questions. 

However, after the Chair thanked the interpreters for 
their hard work (which the interpreters duly interpreted 
for everyone to hear), the Lead Counsel then launched 
into further questioning. The witness replied that he 
thought he was aware of the national AIDS policy, but 
never read the document. The Lead Counsel enlightened 
him that in the 53-page document, there was only one 
small paragraph that said traditional medicine should 
be given a chance. The reason the policy document did 
not speak about the then President’s so-called cure, the 
Lead Counsel alleged, was because there was no cure. 
The witness maintained the treatment was legitimate. 

Commissioner Jones then asked the witness what gave 
him the confidence to become involved in Yahya Jammeh’s 
programme despite the fact that the drugs and herbs 
had not been subject to clinical trials. The witness said 
he was convinced by the clinical gains during the first 
7-day period. He added he was unaware whether Yahya 
Jammeh had done clinical trials or not. When asked 
whether he had ever attempted to do clinical trials, the 
witness replied that Yahya Jammeh told him he would 
never reveal the specific herbs used in the programme. 
The Commissioner then informed the witness that Dr. 
Sallah had spoken to them about medical ethics and 
doctor-patient confidentiality. She asked the witness 
about his position on the broadcast of the treatment 
programme and the GRTS tapes he made significant 
reference to during his testimony. The witness said he 
had no problem with it, saying that most of the patients 
had openly declared their HIV status at that point.

Commissioner Imam Jallow then asked the witness 
why he did not take the onus on himself to go to 
Egypt to get the test results if he was so convinced 
they would prove him right. The witness responded 
he could not do that. 

The Deputy Chair then asked the witness to define 
what he meant by ‘the president said he would 
eliminate the virus,’ focusing on the use of the word 
eliminate. The witness said ‘eliminate’ and ‘cure’ were 
interchangeable. However, he said that re-infection 
could be responsible for the virus re-emerging. The 
Deputy Chair challenged him, saying that patients 
leaving the programme did not have time to get 
re-infected as many immediately returned to their 
antiretrovirals. He gave a non-answer, at which point 
she asked how the 3-day treatment turned into a 
period of 6 months. He claimed that treatment could 
be down to 24 hours, depending on the genome of 
the patient. She repeated the question, to which he 
said it might have depended on the baseline of the 
viral load. 

Moving on, the Deputy Chair asked why Abdoulie 
Batchilly called the witness when he got the positive 
results in Dakar, considering that the witness had 
testified that it was Yahya Jammeh himself who sent 
Abdoulie Batchilly to Dakar. The witness responded 
that he was Abdoulie Batchilly’s boss, but that he 
had nothing to do with the professor in Dakar. He 
said Abdoulie Batchilly did not have access to call 
the President. Finally, she asked if the touching of a 
woman’s breast was appropriate in any culture. He 
replied that if the woman is your patient and you are 
applying medication, it is normal. 

After a short back and forth in which 
the witness continued to claim 
it was normal, the Deputy Chair 
asserted that exposing a woman’s 
body and her breasts publicly was 
tantamount to sexual abuse. The 
witness remained quiet. 
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Imam Sey then said he shared the Deputy Chair’s surprise 
that Abdoulie Batchilly called the witness instead of the 
President. He then asked why, since it was God who 
apparently gave Yahya Jammeh to ability to cure HIV/
AIDS, had he even involved the laboratories? The witness 
responded that if they had not used the laboratories to 
test patients, no one would have believed them. 

Commissioner Kinteh then told the witness that he would 
give him and Yahya Jammeh the benefit of the doubt and 
assume both the traditional and conventional approach 
were effective in managing and controlling the virus. 
However, he attested this did not constitute a cure. After 
a confusing exchange about how the virus integrated 
into the system, the Commissioner pointed out that the 
witness had admitted that undetectable meant below 25, 
which could also include 24, 23, 22 and so on. He asked 
whether those 20 copies could multiply (especially he 
later clarified, if the person was not eating a high-protein 
diet) and bring back the virus. The witness said he did 
not fully understand, and then claimed that the million-
dollar question was the pharmacological effects of Yahya 
Jammeh’s drugs. The Commission said the scientific 
explanation was that a cure could only be achieved if 
the cell itself was killed. He asked the witness why he 
was so adamant even though he had no tests to prove 
it. The witness again said what was needed was study 
of the then president drugs. Without research, the 
commissioner retorted, it would be neither wise nor 
prudent to announce a cure. 

Commissioner Kah thanked Dr. Tamsir Mbowe, and then 
asked him if he had a way of verifying the medication in 
his clinic before he provided it to patients. The witness 
responded with incredulity that he had between 400 and 
2000 medications. The Commissioner maintained his 
questioning, saying he was asking whether he could verify 
them or not! The witness said that was the responsibility 
of the pharmacologists who verify the medicine in the 
country. The Commissioner then asked if he would use a 
medication that had not been tested by a pharmacologist. 
The witness said he would not. 

Moving on, Bishop Odico asked the witness to define 
‘traditional medicine.’ The witness replied that it was 
everything that was not conventional medicine. The 

Commissioner said that was not a full explanation, 
to which the witness said it could be herbs or animal 
products. 

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe’s concluding statement was brief. 
He thanked the Chair for the invitation, and repeated 
his line that “medicine is the restoration of the sick 
to health,” adding it applied equally to traditional and 
conventional medicine. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Wilful misrepresentation

Dr. Tamsir Mbowe (confessed)

The witness then asked the Lead 
Counsel why he was saying the 
treatment was a hoax. The Lead 
Counsel responded that out of 
the 182 people the witness 

discharged as “cured” who they 
had spoken to, only one person 

actually claimed they were cured. 
Furthermore, the people they spoke 
with gave a list of 31 people who 
died during or immediately after 
the programme. “With such data 
as a scientist” the Lead Counsel 
said, turning the question around, 
“would you say the cure worked?”
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Pa Ousman Njie was arrested and tortured at the National Intelligence Agency, NIA a body used as a repressive 
tool by Yahya Jammeh. Witnesses who testified before the TRRC revealed that they were arbitrarily arrested and 
detained (at times incommunicado) and severely tortured by NIA agents.
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WITNESS NAME: Lamin BOJANG

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 22nd October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: Freedom Newspaper saga 
leading to his unlawful arrest and detention and that of 
others; the conditions surrounding their detention; his 
torture; the event leading to his release and impact on 
him and his family

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Data entry clerk

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Accused of being an 
informer

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Senior data 
manager at MRC

Lamin Bojang began his testimony by explaining he 
began working at the Medical Research Centre, MRC 
on 30th September 2000 as an assistant data entry 
clerk. He remained in that position for a while before 
being promoted to a full-fledged data entry clerk. The 
witness worked at that position until 1st May 2007 and 
was promoted to data supervisor, which he worked as 
for 10 months. After that he became a research records 
manager. Three years later he became a data manager. 
During his service as a data manager, he also worked 
as the head of the Gambia Cancer Registry starting in 
2015.

Counsel Singhateh asked the witness to tell the 
Commission where he was in 2006, and Lamin Bojang 
replied that he was working in Farafenni as a data 
entry clerk for the Medical Research Institute. She then 
asked the witness to explain the incident that led to the 
Freedom Newspaper73 saga at that time. The witness told 
her that he and his colleagues used to read the Freedom 
Newspaper a lot at work because it was the only online 
Gambian newspaper available back then. He went on to 
explain that because the newspaper was online, he had 
a subscription, which required him to enter his personal 
information. In response to a question by the Counsel, 
the witness described the type of news that the Freedom 
Newspaper covered as very critical of the government, 
particularly the Alliance for Patriotic Reorientation and 
Construction, APRC party.

Lamin Bojang told the Commission that on 23rd 
May 2006, Freedom Newspaper released their 
subscribers’ information, including their names, email 
addresses, work and residential addresses, claiming 
that the subscribers named had been providing them 
with information about the APRC government. The 
witness was asked if he saw his name on the list 
and he said yes, his name was included as well as 
the names of his colleagues Fa Kebba Ceesay, Yoro 
Bah, Lamin Darboe, Lena Secka and Amela Camara. 
The witness said that there was no reason provided 
for publishing the names of the subscribers except 
that Pa Nderry Mbai had stopped publishing Freedom 
Newspaper and had pledged allegiance to the APRC 
campaign with his brother Ebou Jallow.

When asked what he thought of Pa Nderry Mbai’s 
newfound allegiance to the APRC and the resulting 
publishing of the Freedom Newspaper subscriber 
information, the witness recalled that he could not 
believe it at first. He believed that the newspaper 
must have been hacked, because Pa Nderry Mbai 
was well aware that they were not informants. The 
Counsel then inquired if the witness and his named 
colleagues had any political affiliations at the time. 
The witness responded that he could not speak for 
them, but that he was not affiliated with any party. 

The following day, the witness was arrested by three to 
four National Intelligence Agency, NIA agents dressed 
in mufti and taken to the Farafenni Police Station. 
He was not told the reason for his arrest and when 
he arrived at the station, he found Fa Kebba Ceesay 

73Freedom Newspaper is a US- based online news site founded by Pa Nderry Mbai.
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and Yoro Bah already detained. The witness recalled that 
he was made to wait with his colleagues. After a few 
hours, he was told that there were orders made to search 
his residence. Counsel Singhateh asked if he was ever 
shown a search warrant and he said no. After they arrived 
at his house, the witness was asked to direct them to his 
bedroom, which they subsequently searched. They looked 
through all of his belongings, especially his documents, 
for about an hour and 30 minutes. After searching they 
did not find anything and left empty-handed. 

They took Lamin Bojang back to the Farafenni Police 
Station and he was later transported to Banjul Police 
Headquarters. Once the witness arrived at the Banjul 
Headquarters, he, along with Fa Kebba Ceesay and Yoro 
Bah, were taken to the office of crime management 
coordinator at the time Mr. Sowe. After that, they were 
moved to the office of Malamin Ceesay who was the head 
of the Major Crime Unit at the time. When they were in 
Malamin Ceesay’s office, Lamin Cham, Boto Keita, and an 
officer with the surname Manneh joined them. Fa Kebba 
Ceesay and Yoro Bah were removed from the office, and it 
was then that the witness was told that he was arrested 
in connection with the Freedom Newspaper. 

The witness remembers being asked if he had ever been 
in contact with Pa Nderry Mbai or knew him personally, 
he answered no and was asked to give a statement 
as to that effect. He was made to provide a statement 
describing his relationship with Freedom Newspaper.

After signing and handing over his statement, Lamin 
Bojang was reunited with Fa Kebba Ceesay and Yoro Bah, 
who had also given their statements. They were placed 
in a holding cell at the Banjul Headquarters. He added 
they were not provided a lawyer at that time. The Counsel 
then asked if the witness’ family had been notified of 
his arrest and he told her they had not been notified. 
At that point, the witness had not been charged with 
any official offences nor did anyone know where he was. 
He explained to the Commission that it felt very bad to 
have his rights infringed on like that. They were kept in 
the holding cell overnight and were not given anything to 
eat. The next morning, the three of them were brought to 
Malamin Ceesay’s office. At the office they were told that 
they would be transferred to the NIA’s office. The driver 

who took them there was named Foday Camara, and 
upon arrival they were brought to see Batch Samba 
Sowe at the investigations department. It was there 
that he met Malick Mboob, Haddy Darboe, and 
Cherno Camara who were all detained with him. The 
witness recalls counting 27 people. 

Counsel Singhateh then read the witness a section 
from an article by Reporters without Borders74 that 
covered the Freedom Newspaper incident. The 
article alleged that the newspaper was hacked 
and that falsely declared that they had joined the 
APRC. Counsel Singhateh added that the newspaper 
further went on to say that: “That there was an 
announcement published on Daily Observer which 
ordered all informers to report to the nearest police 
station.” She went on to ask the witness if he ever 
saw the Daily Observer’s statement and the witness 
replied that he had, but not until after his detention.

The Counsel reminded the witness that he testified 
the people he was arrested with were just mere 
subscribers to Freedom Newspaper, not informants. 
She then asked if, at any time during their detention 
at the investigations department at the NIA, there 
was ever a proper investigation into whether they 
were guilty of being informants or not. The witness 
responded that they were never told anything. 
He said that at some point during his time at the 
investigation’s office, he became infuriated at the 
circumstances and began demanding answers as to 
why they were there. 

It was then that he was threatened 
by an operative named Kuta Baldeh 
who told him, “If you do not quiet 
up, we will kill you and bury you 

under these banana plants because 
we have a lot of people that are 

buried there.”
When asked by Counsel Singhateh if he was not 
afraid of Kuta Baldeh’s threat, the witness told her 
he thought it was bluff. He never thought that the NIA 

74See Reporters Without Borders, Online newspaper hacked, editor smeared and subscribers threatened.

https://rsf.org/en/news/online-newspaper-hacked-editor-smeared-and-subscribers-threatened
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would ever be capable of doing such a thing. He admitted 
that he had heard the rumours of the killings and torture 
that were happening, but had always thought it was a 
smear campaign. It was not until four months and nine 
days in NIA detention that he realised he did not truly 
know anything about what was really happening. He went 
on to say that if it were today, he would have been scared.

The witness described how he and 27 other detainees 
were kept in two cells not more than 1.5 metres by 2 
metres. The cells had a concrete floor with barred metal 
doors that opened to a corridor that led to the main 
corridor of the investigations department. The door of 
their cell was kept locked at all times unless there was a 
headcount being taken, someone was being removed for 
questioning, or they needed to use the restroom.

On 26th May 2006 between 2 and 3 in the morning, two 
operatives took the witness from his cell to a conference 
room upstairs. In the room he found a long conference 
table surrounded by Malamin Ceesay head of Major 
Crime Unit, Lamin Cham also from the Major Crime 
Unit, then Director of Operations at the NIA Nuru Secka, 
Lieutenant Musa Jammeh, alias Maliamoogoo, Military 
Intelligence officer Nfally Jabang, then Deputy Head of 
the investigative department Abdul Aziz Hydara, Lamin 
Hydara, and the then Deputy Director of the NIA with the 
surname Hydara, and Boto Keita. There was one empty 
chair around the table and the witness sat himself down. 

The panel then demanded Lamin Bojang tell them what 
he knew about Freedom Newspaper and whether he had 
ever communicated with Pa Nderry Mbai. He repeatedly 
replied in the negative. They then insisted they had 
evidence he had been giving information to Pa Nderry 
Mbai. The witness answered by challenging them to 
produce the evidence of the email that they claimed to 
have. He told them that if they had been able to collect 
any evidence it would have been by hacking into his or Pa 
Nderry Mbai’s email accounts and that was illegal. They 
responded that he had no authority to question them, 
but the witness persisted. Malamin Ceesay then told the 
witness that they did not hack into his email, as they had 
little knowledge of computers. 

The witness told the Commission he did not cave, 
telling his interrogators, “If you do not know what 
hacking was, how could you have intercepted an 
email? Then bring your experts from GAMTEL or 
anywhere to testify I mean they would corroborate 
what I’m saying!” Nfally Jabang then stood up and 
slapped the witness. This angered the witness 
greatly, so he stood up from his chair and threatened 
to retaliate if he were to hit him again. The situation 
was deescalated when Nfally Jabang was ordered to 
stand down by Malamin Ceesay. 

Counsel Singhateh asked who was leading the 
interrogation and the witness replied that the 
initial questioning came from Malamin Ceesay, but 
eventually everybody participated. He added that the 
deputy director of the NIA with the surname Hydara 
seemed to be the one in charge of the panel but he 
was passive in terms of questioning. After the incident 
with the slapping, the witness remembered hearing a 
voice from behind him address him by his nickname 
“LB”: “LB, it’s better you speak the truth because if 
you don’t, we will kill you.” The witness confessed to 
the Commission that he immediately recognised the 
voice as being the one of his childhood companions 
and peers turned military officer Malick Jatta, 
commonly called Jicky in Tujereng. He later came to 
know, based on the statements and rumours that he 
heard from his co-detainees, that Malick Jatta was 
one of the Junglers75. 

Lamin Bojang testified that he responded to Malick 
Jatta’s words by reminding him they had known each 
other since they were children, and that never knew 
him to be a liar nor would he confess to a crime he 
had not committed. The witness was then grabbed 
by both of his arms and taken behind the conference 
building to a cement fence between the perimeter 
of the NIA Headquarters and the beach. Behind the 
fence was a “ring” of brick walls and the witness was 
asked to get into the rings. The witness described 
to the Commission that the ring was dark inside 
and before he could properly acclimate to the new 
environment, he saw someone jump towards him. 
He remembers instinctively throwing his body on 
the ground to avoid it. It was at this point that they 
started beating the witness up. 

75The Junglers were a death squad under the command of President Yahya Jammeh. See TRRC Digest Editions 6 
and 7 for the bulk of Junglers’ testimonies.
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The witness described being kicked, 
stomped on, and beaten with sticks 
by more than half a dozen people. 

The witness said he reached a stage where he could not 
feel pain anymore. After his assailants were ordered to 
stop, the witness was taken back upstairs. 

When asked if he recognised any of his assailants, Lamin 
Bojang identified Malick Jatta, Sanna Manjang, and 
“Rambo” Modou Jarju. Counsel Singhateh then asked if 
the witness was referring to the same Malick Jatta that 
testified on the 23rd July 2019. She told the witness 
that Malick Jatta had testified that he did not touch the 
witness. The witness then responded that Malick Jatta 
may have been telling the truth as he did not know exactly 
who was hitting him, but he knew Malick Jatta was a 
part of the group that brought him down to the fence. 
The witness left that beating with lacerations all over his 
back, arms, and head. He told the Commission that he 
still has the scars on his head today.

After they took him back to the conference room where he 
was told that if he did not comply, the beating would be 
just the tip of the iceberg for him. The witness maintained 
his innocence, and replied that he would comply by 
continuing to tell the truth. Counsel Singhateh asked 
the witness what he thought the point of the beating 
was, and the witness answered that they were trying to 
force him to accept the charge of being an informant 
for Freedom Newspaper. He believes that they were just 
looking for a scapegoat to blame so they could hide the 
unprofessionalism with which they handled the matter 
and impress Yahya Jammeh.

The witness recalls that after he 
stood his ground, they took him to 
a staircase outside the room and 

told him that the original statement 
he made at the Banjul Police 

Headquarters was misplaced so they 
drafted one up from memory and they 

wanted him to sign it. 

The witness insisted on reading the new statement 
before signing it. After reading the new statement 
the witness refused to sign it because it was not 
what he said. The witness then offered to re-write 
his initial statement but Nfally Jabang said, “You are 
trying to show us you are stubborn, but we will deal 
with you. We will teach you a lesson” and left. The 
witness told the Commission in the new statement 
they had removed most of what he originally said and 
added a confessionary paragraph that said he had 
been providing Pa Nderry Mbai information. Counsel 
Singhateh asked if he felt that they were attempting 
to incriminate him, and the witness said that he felt 
they were. 

Once he refused to sign the document, Lamin Bojang 
was approached by Musa Jammeh who asked 
him about his family while dusting him off. Musa 
Jammeh asked him if he was from Tujereng, and 
when the witness told him that he was, he went on 
to tell him that they were from the same clan. The 
witness remembers telling Musa Jammeh that he 
remembered him from when they were children. Musa 
Jammeh then told him “then we are brothers,” and 
followed up with “why not comply and tell the truth?” 
The witness told him that he had already spoken the 
truth and Musa Jammeh told him, “Then you do not 
want to get helped,” and left. The witness was then 
escorted back to his cell. Counsel Singhateh asked 
the witness if he received medical attention for his 
wound and the witness said that he never once 
received medical care while he was detained.

Counsel Singhateh asked the witness if his fellow 
detainees went through the same thing. The witness 
told her yes. He explained that once he got back to 
his cell, they were all very curious about what had 
happened to him, so he took it upon himself to try 
and mentally prepare his cellmates by describing 
what they did to him and showing them the full extent 
of his injuries. He went on to tell the Counsel that 
except for Pa Modou Faal, each of the detainees was 
tortured that night. 

Counsel Singhateh asked Lamin Bojang about 
Haddy Darboe. The witness responded that he did 
not see Haddy Darboe because she was kept in 
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a separate place. He explained that himself, Malick 
Mboob, Duta Kamaso, and Buba Jammeh were kept in 
long-term detention so they did not interact that much 
with those granted bail like Haddy Camara. He suggested 
the separation was akin to that of regular criminals and 
death row inmates. He clarified for the Counsel that even 
though they were all accused of the same thing, theirs 
was seen as much more severe.  “It was like they were 
found guilty already and sentenced.”

The witness was then asked about the others in long-
term detention. The witness told her that after about a 
week they were all moved into a light detention at the 
reception centre of the NIA. It was in light detention that 
they were able to foster good enough relationships with 
the security and guards that they would let them receive 
visitors clandestinely, as they were not allowed to do 
it officially. During this time, the witness recalls Buba 
Jammeh being removed and retuned about an hour later 
with wounds on his body and stories of his torture by the 
Junglers. Lamin Cham was also dragged out and toured, 
returning with the same tell-tale wounds. The witness 
recalls them all being especially thankful to their fellow 
detainee Duta Kamasso who played a motherly role and 
took care of them, including calming down Mariama 
Denton after she was tortured. 

Counsel Singhateh asked Lamin Bojang what the 
detention and constant witnessing of torture did to his 
physiological wellbeing. The witness answered that it was 
extremely tough to deal with. They were also tortured by 
starvation as they were not given enough food to eat. 
He claimed they never received any breakfast and were 
only given 10-15 dalasi76 for dinner. The little food they 
were given was tasteless and they had to resort to using 
the check-books that some of them luckily brought along 
to purchase enough chicken for them and the security, 
whom they had taken to bribing with food in exchange for 
their help buying essential items.

The witness said that many people were brought in 
during the time he was detained. He recalled seeing the 
chairman of the Independent Electoral Commission, IEC, 
Mr. Dandeh Njie, his deputy Mr. Sulayman Mboob, an IEC 
Commissioner named Mr. Sanneh, and one Madi Ceesay 
who was connected to APRC from Kanifing Estate. The 

witness remembered them being there for less than 
two weeks. After they were gone, a group of about 
20-30 Casamance rebels77 were brought in. Counsel 
Singhateh asked the witness how long he was 
detained for and the witness answered that he was 
there for a total of 4 months and 9 days. Counsel 
asked if during those 4 months 9 days, he was ever 
taken to court. The witness said he had never been 
charged nor taken to court.

The witness was asked to tell the Commission what 
happened to him after he was released from the 
NIA. He replied that the panellists who were in the 
conference room approached them and told them 
they had been found not guilty. The witness, Buba 
Jammeh, Duta Kamasso, and Malick Mboob were 
all released. Upon their release all of them except 
for Buba Jammeh decided to take legal action for 
the injustices they faced during their detention. 
The witness contacted lawyer Bori Touray. They had 
actually been in contact for about two months before 
the witness’ release, as he was able to smuggle 
a phone in. None of his co-detainees knew and he 
would dismantle the phone after each use.

It was Bori Touray who secured the witness’ release 
by filing a case with the High Court on Monday 25th 
September 2006. The witness was released on the 
basis of Habeas Corpus four days later. Even after 
his release, the witness was still ordered to report to 
NIA Headquarters. His commute was five hours and 
when he would get to the NIA, they would just keep 
him there for a few hours and then ask him to come 
back in a week or two. He continued to do that for 
two to three months until he got fed up and stopped 
going. 

Counsel Singhateh asked the witness if he could 
tell the Commission the impact of his detention. 
The witness said that while it was very bad for him, 
he thinks it was even worse for his family. He was 
the sole breadwinner for his father as his brothers 
were all in school. Thankfully MRC never stopped his 
salary, but because of the conditions at the NIA he 
had to spend a lot of his money on food in order to 
survive. His detention happened while his father was 

760.34 USD - 0.50 USD in 2006.
77Since 1982 the Mouvement des Forces Démocratiques de Casamance has fought the Senegalese government, 
ostensibly for the independence of the Casamance region (which forms Gambia’s southern border).
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in prison, and after not seeing his son for two months, 
his father demanded to know his whereabouts. The lack 
of news contributed to his father’s hypertension. It was 
really hard for his family to come visit him because they 
were afraid. He also mentioned that he was due to start 
a course during his detention, but was able to make up 
for it the next year.

Counsel Singhateh thanked the witness and yielded the 
floor to the Chair. The Chair thanked the witness for his 
testimony and offered his regard for the suffering that 
he went through before opening the floor to the other 
Commissioners. 

Commissioner Kinteh asked the witness if he had 
ever come across a notorious place in the NIA called 
Bambadinka78 and if the witness could give them any 
knowledge about its whereabouts and surroundings. The 
witness answered that Bambadinka can be found if you 
enter though the main door where the vehicles come into 
the compound. Near the cement fence on the left-hand 
side there is another small building there. If you enter 
through a small door just by the fence, turn to your left, 
and go under the veranda of that story building. On the 
left of the building there is another “strong” door there 
with very small holes. If you are somebody as tall as 
he was, you could just stand and peep inside. However, 
he never saw the interior because the place was always 
dark. The witness added that the place looks like an 
underground room. 

Lamin Bojang then began his final remarks by thanking the 
Commission for the opportunity to tell his story. He used 
to believe that the type of torture that he experienced 
was not being done in The Gambia, until he was on the 
receiving end of it. He said that not coming and telling 
the truth, it just leaves room open for speculation. He 
stated that there would be no need for him to come 
on the TRRC and lie, as he has never worked for the 
government apart from being the head of The National 
Cancer Registry, which he does for free. He emphasised 
that he did not come to the TRRC for personal gains. 
He then urged young people in The Gambia to take up 
responsibilities and ownership. After that he moved on 
to voicing his concerns about the security personnel and 
stated that he believes the people who are allowed to join 

should be level-headed as they hold a lot of power. 
He talked about the educational levels of some of 
the security and NIA operatives and said that people 
should take a proper look at themselves before they 
make the decision to join such programmes, and not 
just join as a last resort. He wrapped up his closing 
remarks by thanking the Commission once again.

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Arbitrary arrest (of Lamin Bojang in 2006)

Malamin Ceesay, Lamin Cham, Boto Keita, Manneh 
(first name not mentioned)

Present during unlawful interrogation, obtaining 
false statements and confessions (of Lamin Bojang 
in 2006)

Lamin Cham, Malamin Ceesay, Boto Keita, Musa 
Jammeh, Nfally Jabang, Abdul Aziz Hydara, Lamin 
Hydara, (first name not mentioned) Hydara, Nuru 
Secka, Malick Jatta

Assault (of Laming Bojang in 2006):

Nfally Jabang

Torture (of Lamin Bojang in 2006)

Nfally Jabang, Malick Jatta, Sanna Manjang, “Rambo” 
Modou Jarju

78“The crocodiles lair” in Mandinka.
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WITNESS NAME: Malanding MBALLOW

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 22nd October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: Incident that occurred at Saint 
Augustine’s High School leading to his arrest, torture 
and detention; his release, and the impact it had on his 
profession and family

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Teacher 

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Accused of insulting the 
President

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Teacher

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Malanding Mballow, began his testimony by informing the 
Commission that he was born in 1966 and had been 
a teacher since 1988. He first started working as a 
teacher at Armitage High School and later moved to Saint 
Augustine’s High School. On the 1st of October 1995, 
he began narrating, he was called into his supervisor 
Ousman Sabally’s office where he was instructed to trim 
the shorts of some of the male students, as they were 
too long and not in compliance with the school dress 
code. The cuts he made were just to serve as a marking 
so the students could go home and get them tailored to 
that length. Demba Bah, a student who was living in the 
State House at the time, was one of the students whose 
uniforms were cut. Upon questioning from Counsel 
Jahateh questioned the witness revealed that Yahya 
Jammeh was Demba Bah’s uncle.

Counsel Jahateh asked the witness to clarify if Demba 
Bah had received the same treatment as everyone else 
that day. The witness said yes and explained to her that 

cutting the uniforms was an accepted practice at 
Saint Augustine’s High School.  The witness added 
that after he cut Demba Bah’s shorts, he jokingly told 
him “I hope you wouldn’t go and tell Yahya Jammeh 
that I was the one that cut the shorts,” and they both 
laughed together.

Malanding Mballow told the Commission he was later 
called into the office of Mrs. Elizabeth Yamu Ndey 
Rena, principal of Saint Augustine at that time. She 
asked him to recount what had happened when he 
cut Demba Bah’s shorts. She then asked him if he 
was telling her everything because she had received 
a call from the then Minister of Tourism, who passed 
along a complaint from State House that the witness 
had insulted Yahya Jammeh after he cut Demba 
Bah’s shorts. The witness denied the allegations and 
went back to his lessons.

Asked if he knew who in particular 
had filed the complaint, the witness 
answered that it was former First 
Lady Madam Touti Faal Jammeh, 
who had seen Demba Bah’s shorts 
and gotten upset.  
She then reported to the Minister of Information that 
the witness had insulted Yahya Jammeh. The witness 
explained to the Commission that the extent of his 
interaction with Demba Bah that day was the cutting 
of his shorts and the joking remark he made which 
they both laughed off. He claimed he was not sure how 
the interaction got misconstrued. The witness then 
speculated that the information about him insulting 
Yahya Jammeh might have been manufactured as a 
reason to take him in.

Continuing, the witness moved on to the events 
of the next day, 5th October. Before he reported to 
work that morning, the witness went to see a friend. 
Around midday, he received a call from his landlord’s 
mother, who informed him that some people from 
Banjul came looking for him at his house. The witness 
said he immediately suspected they were National 
Intelligence Agency, NIA, officers. When asked why, 
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the witness explained that at the time, the NIA officers 
were even more powerful than the police and everyone 
knew that they were responsible for disappearances and 
torture. Their power knew no bounds and they had reach 
in every part of the society.

Malanding Mballow then told the 
Commission, he considered it a 
blessing he was not at home that 
morning because that meant the NIA 
officers had to arrest him in a public 
place, which would make it harder for 
them to make him disappear. 
Starting back up where he left off, the witness recounted 
to the Commission that once he arrived at work, an NIA 
officer approached him. The officer told him that he was 
wanted for questioning. The witness managed to convince 
the officer to allow him to sign the school’s attendance 
register, as well as inform his supervisor Ousman Sabally 
of where he was being taken. 

The witness was brought out of the school to a van where 
he found three officers. The senior officer who was leading 
the arrest team, Baba Saho, was an acquaintance of the 
witness. In the van, the only reason the witness was given 
for his arrest was that he was needed for questioning. 
Once they arrived at the NIA Headquarters, he was 
brought into an office and made to wait for 30 minutes 
before being transferred into a large conference room. 
In the conference room, the witness was presented with 
some shorts. The officers asked him if he was the one 
that cut them, and the witness told them that he could 
not be sure because he did not know to whom the shorts 
belonged. Then the officers revealed that the owner of 
the shorts was Demba Bah. The witness then confirmed 
to them that he was the one who cut the shorts. After 
that the officers asked him to repeat exactly what he 
said to Demba Bah after he cut his shorts. The witness 
responded that he jokingly told Demba Bah not to report 
him to Yahya Jammeh in Fula. The officers insisted that 
he was lying and accused him of being against the Yahya 
Jammeh regime. The witness refuted this and explained 

to them that he was just a simple school-teacher. He 
did not have any business in politics nor would he 
ever have the audacity to insult the head of state.

After that exchange, the witness recalled being given 
a paper and told to write his statement, regardless 
of not being charged with an offence. After that, they 
made him wait alone for 45 minutes. He specified that 
during that time, he was not allowed to contact his 
family or a lawyer. After this, the witness was handed 
over to four officers, two military and two plainclothes, 
from State House. At the time the witness did not 
know them, but over time he recognised them as 
Alpha Bah, Daba Marenah, Manlafi Corr and Alagie 
Martin. Counsel Jahateh stopped the witness and 
asked if knew if any of those four were still alive. 
The witness responded that he believes only Alagie 
Martin is still living. The witness confirmed it was the 
same Alagie Martin that had previously testified at 
the TRRC79. 

Malanding Mballow described the car journey from 
the NIA as being very “interesting”. Up until now the 
witness felt he could not properly relay what was 
going on in his head that day. When he first got in the 
car, he thought he was going to be taken to Banjul 
Police, but he was soon disappointed as they sped 
right out of Banjul. He then suspected that the officer 
might take him to Mile 2 Prison, Fajara Barracks, 
Yundum Barracks, or even Yundum Military camp 
but his hopes were quashed as the car he was in 
drove recklessly past all of those places. It was after 
they passed Yundum Military Camp and approached 
the forest in Brikama that the witness truly became 
terrified. The witness recalled seriously praying to 
God before they arrived at the forest. He had read 
the stories in the newspaper and knew the horrors 
the NIA were capable of. 

The officers drove him deep into the forest before 
parking. After the witness got out of the vehicle, he 
was made to strip down to his underwear and forced 
to lie on his stomach. Alpha Bah took out a pistol 
and said to him, “Mr. Mballow, if you attempt to do 
anything stupid by trying to run and escape here, you 
see this pistol, I’m going to blow off your head.” The 

79See TRRC Digest Edition 5, pages 53-57.



85|

witness responded, “Ah, the only way I can manage to 
escape you people is if I have supernatural powers. And 
unfortunately, I do not have any supernatural powers.” The 
witness explained to the Commission that he said those 
words because at that moment he yearned for the 
power of flight or invisibility so he could escape them. 
After wishing for supernatural powers, the witness again 
restating his innocence and expressed to them that he 
was at their disposal. The witness told the Commission 
that he drew courage in that moment from the fact that 
they threatened to kill him if he ran. He believed that they 
would not have given him a warning if they truly intended 
to kill him.

Alagie Martin began whipping the witness with a local 
whip called “laymarr”80. The witness described how the 
“laymarr” was designed that if you hit a person with it, it 
takes off the top layer of skin. The whip was then passed 
to Manlafi Corr and Daba Marenah after that. They took 
turn whipping him. 

The witness was given about 15 
lashings from each of them while Alpha 
Bah stood on his neck the whole time.
 Before they started whipping him, they looked through 
some documents that the witness had on him at the time 
of his arrest. They found his pay stubs and said, “look 
at you poor teacher. This poor salary.” They also insulted 
and cursed him as well as his parents. This verbal abuse 
continued throughout his whipping, but the witness never 
stopped proclaiming his innocence. He kept reminding 
them until the abuse was over. 

When they finished, they made the witness put his cloths 
back on even though he was heavily bleeding and took him 
to Banjul Police Station. Malanding Mballow described 
the car ride to the station as being very different from 
the ride to the forest. Now that he knew they were not 
going to kill him, he was very thankful to God that he 
was not handled by the Junglers81. The witness even 
remembers the officers being quite chatty on the way 
to Banjul. Shortly before they reached the capital, the 
officers threatened the witness into silence. They told 
him, “If we see this story in any paper written by you or 

you grant interview to any journalist with regards to 
this case, that we know your house. That would be the 
end of you. We will get you and kill you and nobody 
would know where you are.”

After they arrived at the Banjul Police Station, the 
witness was rushed in, bloody clothes and all. He 
was booked and the officers instructed that he was 
to be detained incommunicado. The witness was 
then taken into a detention hall where many other 
detainees were waiting. During all of this the staff 
at Saint Augustine’s were extremely worried about 
him, but the witness luckily ran into an old college 
schoolmate at the police station. The schoolmate 
was Abdoulie Sanyang who happened to be the 
deputy inspector general at the time. The witness 
explained that Abdoulie Sanyang felt really bad for 
him and offered to contact his roommate and fellow 
Saint Augustine’s teacher Bah S Jabbie. Abdoulie 
Sanyang informed Bah S Jabbie of the witness’ 
location and Bah S Jabbie made several attempts 
to see him but was not allowed as the witness was 
detained incommunicado.

Malanding Mballow testified he was detained at 
the Banjul Police Station for about 4 or 5 days. 
Responding to the Counsel, the witness said he was 
never told his charges while he was at Banjul Police 
Station, but his bosses at Saint Augustine’s were 
told that he was being charged for wilful property 
damage. The property in question was the shorts 
that Demba Bah was wearing. Counsel Jahateh then 
asked if the witness had received medical attention 
during that that time and the witness informed her 
that he was taken to the police clinic on the second 
day of his detention. He speculated they did not 
take him to a real hospital like the Royal Victoria 
Teaching Hospital, RVTH, because he would not have 
been able to receive care without explaining how he 
obtained his wounds. The witness also informed the 
Commission he was never allowed to take a bath 
during his detention at the police station.

Fellow teacher Bah S Jabbie never stopped trying to 
visit the witness and eventually, on Saturday the 7th, 
a sympathetic officer allowed the two to speak. The 

80Traditionally made of dried animal skin.
81A death squad under direct orders of Yahya Jammeh. See TRRC Digest Editions 6 and 7 for the bulk of Junglers’ 
testimonies.
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next day, Bah S Jabbie was allowed to see him again 
during the evening and brought him a change of clothes. 
When Bah S Jabbie left the police station that evening, 
he rode in the same vehicle as Baba Galleh Jallow who is 
currently employed at the TRRC but was working for The 
Observer Newspaper at the time. Bah S Jabbie told the 
witness’ story to Baba Galleh Jallow, and he published 
it the following day on the 9th with the title “A Teacher 
Picked Up By the NIA.”

The witness expressed to the Commission that he 
believed the story facilitated his release from detention 
at Banjul Police as it informed people such as late Chief 
Education Officer  I ML Drammeh, who worked hard to 
secure his release. The witness affirmed that he believed 
once his detention at the Banjul Police Station became 
public knowledge they were forced to release him. After 
the story broke I ML Drammeh, along with the director 
general and all of the unit directors, went to the NIA and 
were waiting for him there after his release from Banjul 
Police.

To officially be released, Malanding Mballow was granted 
self-bail and his bond was set at 1,000 dalasi82. After 
signing the bail bond, he was given the plastic bag that 
contained the bloody clothes he had wearing when he 
arrived. He was then taken to then NIA Director General 
Samba Bah’s office. In the office, I ML Drammeh and 
most of the unit directors at the NIA met the witness. The 
unit director the witness remembered the name of was 
then Director of Operation Landing Badjie. Immediately 
upon entering Samba Bah’s office, the witness was 
looked up and down and declared innocent. Samba Bah 
said, “Ah, the allegation against him is false. He did not 
insult the Chairman.” Counsel Jahateh asked the witness 
how Samba Bah was able to come to that conclusion just 
by looking at him, but the witness told her that he did not 
question it because it was correct. In response to Samba 
Bah the witness then told him “Sir, you are very right. I 
never insulted the Chairman.”

After that declaration, the witness was asked to sit and 
was told that it was unfortunate that he had followed the 
instructions of his supervisor Ousman Sabally. According 
to the NIA, Ousman Sabally had denied instructing the 
witness to cut the shorts when he was questioned. 

Ousman Sabally even expressed disappointment in 
the witness and claimed that Demba Bah was one of 
the most disciplined boys at the school. The witness 
recalled he felt shocked after hearing this from the 
NIA. He confided in the Commission that he never 
once cried during his beating at the forest, but he 
cried hearing the betrayal of Ousman Sabally. 

The witness then asked the NIA agents to let him 
confront Ousman Sabally, but they refused. They told 
him that he was lucky it was all over and that he 
was no longer the target of their investigation. The 
real target, according to them, was either the former 
Principal Mrs. Elizabeth Yamu Ndey Rena or his then 
supervisor Ousman Sabally. Counsel Jahateh asked 
the witness if he knew why they had become the new 
targets. He replied that they did not tell him. They 
also did not tell him how he came to be a target - just 
that it was unfortunate. Counsel Jahateh then asked 
the witness if he was able to verify the story the NIA 
told him about Ousman Sabally, and the witness 
explained to her that he did not really believe the 
story he was given. The Ousman Sabally he knew 
was not the type to roll over and be intimidated. Plus 
they never let the witness confront him, and that 
made him have his doubts as to if the story was true 
or not.

Once the meeting at the NIA was over, 
they confiscated his bloody clothes 
and the witness was allowed to 
leave. 
The witness speculated that this was to further 
conceal evidence of his torture. After that, I ML 
Drammeh took the witness to Saint Augustine’s as 
the teachers were threatening to strike unless  his 
whereabouts were known or he was released. After 
reuniting with the other teachers, the witness and 
I ML Drammeh went to the then principal Mrs. 
Elizabeth Yamu Ndey Rena’s office. It was there the 
witness was informed he would be relieved of his 
duties at Saint Augustine’s and posted at another 
school. I ML Drammeh’s reasoning for this was that 

82104 USD in 1995.
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everyone, from the students to the teachers, were aware 
of what happened to the witness, and he did not believe 
it would be wise for the witness to continue working there 
with all that psychological trauma on his shoulders.  

Counsel Jahateh asked the witness to explain the impact 
of his ordeal. The witness answered that it adversely 
affected him. 

From October 1995 all the way until 
Yahya Jammeh left The Gambia on the 
21st of January 2017, he lived in fear. 
The witness also felt compelled during that time to do 
certain things to feel safer. He feared the NIA’s reach so 
he would strongly support Yahya Jammeh’s regime while 
he was in public and even vote for him so he would never 
be accused of opposing Yahya Jammeh again. 

At the time of the incident Malanding Mballow was not 
yet married. Now, fifteen years later, he is sure that his 
children, nieces, nephew, friends, and ex-student feel 
pity for him when they find out he was a victim of Yahya 
Jammeh’s regime. Counsel Jahateh then inquired when 
the witness was first able to officially report his story. 
He responded that when the Victims’ Centre83 was 
established he was able to registered his case. Counsel 
Jahateh asked the witness how it felt being able to come 
to the TRRC and tell his story. The witness expressed 
that he had narrated exactly what happened to him to the 
best of his recollection, and he now felt relieved that the 
world knows what he went through.

Counsel Jahateh then thanked the witness for his 
testimony and passed him over to the Chair. The Chair 
first requested the witness name the four officers who 
took him to the forest. The witness responded that their 
names were Daba Marenah, Alpha Bah, Manlafi Corr 
and Alagie Martin. Next, the Chairman asked of the four, 
who beat the witness the most. The witness replied that 
Alagie Martin, Manlafi Corr and Daba Marenah massively 
beat him. He then asked the witness if the four were 
officials or operatives of the NIA. The witness said that 
Daba Marenah was an operative of the NIA attached to 
State House. So, the rest, he understands were members 

of the State Guard at the State House. The Chair 
then thanked the witness and opened the floor up to 
questions from the other Commissioners.

The Deputy Chair asked if it is normal for matters 
related to the education sector to be communicated 
via another ministry. The witness responded that it is 
not a normal practice. Her next question was if the 
parents of Demba Bah were not informed that school 
discipline matters such as dress code are clearly 
spelt out to students and parents on admission. 
The witness replied that when students and parents 
come for admission they are all given the rules and 
regulations of the school and he assumed that 
Demba Bah’s parents were no exception. She also 
asked where valid complaints against teachers 
should be filed and the witness informed her the 
relevant authority to take the complaint to is the 
Ministry of Education. 

After that, Imam Jallow asked the witness what 
actions the school took to secure his release. 
The witness recounted that he was told they had 
consulted the services of legal practitioner Ousainou 
Darboe, the current leader of the United Democratic 
Party. Imam Sey then asked the ages of Demba Bah 
and the other boys who had their shorts cut. The 
witness informed him that they were 12-13 years 
and in grade 7. The Commissioner then inquired why 
the witness did not employ any method outside from 
cutting. The witness explained that the methodology 
was left up to his supervisor, as every school has its 
own way of things. The witness maintained that he 
did not cut much; just enough to indicate the correct 
length to the uniform so students could take them 
home and hem them appropriately.

Malanding Mballow began his closing remarks by 
thanking the people responsible for establishing the 
TRRC. He expressed hope that witnesses could come 
and tell the whole truth and nothing but the truth. 
The witness then went on to denounce tribalism. He 
explained that The Gambia was very small and all 
Gambians are related to different ethnic groups in 
one way or another and that no political party belongs 

83See The Gambian Center for Victims of Human Rights Violations.

https://victimscentergm.org/about-us/
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to any one ethnic group. He followed that statement 
up by reiterating that he had spoken the truth during 
his testimony and announcing that, although he is not 
above wanting an apology and will never forget, he has 
forgiven all the people that tortured him. He finished his 
testimony by thanking the Commission for providing him 
with a platform to speak his truth.

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Arbitrary arrest

Baba Saho

Torture

Alagie Martin, Manlafi Corr, Daba Marenah, Alpha Bah
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Modou Ngum was picked up by the National Intelligence Agency and tortured along with others who were 
peacefully protesting in April 2016.
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Musa Cham told the Commission the first time this 
happened to him was in 2005. The Lead Counsel 
interjected, stating he was under the impression it 
was 2012, after which the witness said he could 
not completely remember, but he had supporting 
documentation at home. The incident, he continued, 
began when Lalo Kanteh approached the witness 
expressing interest in a plot of land the witness was 
selling. After visiting the space and negotiating, they 
agreed on a sale price of 150,000 dalasi84. Lalo 
Kanteh gave the witness an advance of 25,000 
dalasi85 to prepare the documents with the Physical 
Planning department. However, when the witness 
called Lalo Kanteh to request the remaining sum, Lalo 
Kanteh told the witness there was no outstanding 
balance, so the witness refused to hand over the 
transfer documents. The next morning around 11am 
he received a call from the NIA instructing him to 
report to Banjul Headquarters and ask for a Dembo 
Mbaye at the gate. 

Upon arrival at the NIA Headquarters at 11 am, the 
witness continued, he was taken inside where he 
saw Lalo Kanteh sitting with other people he did not 
know. Dembo Mbaye asked the witness to recount 
what transpired between him and Lalo Kanteh, after 
which Dembo Mbaye asked him to hand over the 
transfer documents. The witness refused, as he had 
not received the full sum. Dembo Mbaye, according 
to the witness, told him that he had already been 
paid in full, and advised him to call someone to bring 
their ID and a bail sum. 

WITNESS NAME: Musa CHAM

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 26th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: Abuse of authority by NIA agents 
to influence transfers of land by the witness

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Businessman and 
land dealer

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Harassed, detained, and 
tortured by agents of security service 

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Businessman 
and land dealer

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Musa Cham began his testimony by describing himself 
as a Sukuta-based businessman who owns a building 
materials shop and sometimes sells land. The Lead 
Counsel indicated that in the witness’ statement, he 
referred to two encounters with the National Intelligence 
Agency, NIA. After saying a short prayer, the witness 
indicated that the first encounter began with a land broker 
named Lalo Kanteh. Lalo Kanteh, he testified, was a part 
of a group of police, NIA, and civilians in Sukuta who 
conspired to defraud people of their land. The witness 
also implicated another civilian active in land issues, Sait 
Mboob, as well as Yankuba Cham, who he said worked at 
the land survey office. The scheme was also facilitated by 
a police officer named Boto Keita and NIA officer Dembo 
Mbaye.

The witness described how this group would approach 
people selling land and express their interest in 
purchasing said land at the asking price. They would offer 
the seller a token sum to prepare the documents, and 
in the process ask the seller to sign a document saying 
they had received the advance payment. Once the group 
had access to the seller’s signature, he alleged, they 
would duplicate the document to make it look as if the 
seller had signed over multiple assets. After the transfer 
documents were prepared, but before the full sum had 
been paid, the seller would find themselves under arrest 
at the NIA and under pressure to cede to their demands. 
The witness claimed this is what happened to him.

845093 USD in 2005, 5,419 USD in 2012.
85849 USD in 2005, 903 USD in 2012.
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When they got back to the NIA 
Headquarters around 2 or 3 that 
afternoon, the witness continued, 
Lalo Kanteh threatened to shoot him, 
run him over with his vehicle, or tell 
the NIA to “do something” unless 
the witness did as he desired. “This 
is how they took over my compound,” 
he stated. 
Musa Cham claimed that Dembo Mbaye seized 
the transfer documents from his house. At first, he 
asserted that Lalo Kanteh wrote “cancelled” on each 
of the pages, but later said it was Dembo Mbaye 
himself. After annulling the documents, a new set 
of transfer documents was prepared and handed 
over to Lalo Kanteh. The witness testified that he 
was instructed to sign the new agreement. When 
asked why he signed the new agreement, the witness 
again referenced Lalo Kanteh’s threat to shoot him 
or assault him with his vehicle: “that plot of land was 
not worth me losing my life.” When pressed on this 
point, the witness explained from his perspective 
inside the NIA Headquarters, he believed “they could 
kill me any minute,” and that as the sole male child, 
he felt for the sake of his family’s security he had to 
sign the document. 

Despite signing the document, the witness said, he 
was kept at the headquarters until 6 pm, without food 
or permission to pray. His sister Isatou Colley arrived 
to bail him out, but she was told to wait outside. 
Finally, she was allowed to submit her ID card and 
agreed to take his place if the NIA could not find him 
while he was on bail. He was told to report the next 
morning at 8 am. 

The next morning, Musa Cham continued, while 
stuck in traffic on the way to the NIA Headquarters, 
Dembo Mbaye began continuously calling and asking 

He was kept at the NIA Headquarters 
until 6 in the afternoon. According to 
the witness, he was not given food or 
allowed to do his prayers. 
When Imam Fatty and Isatou Colley, the two people Musa 
Cham had called to bail him out, arrived, they asked what 
happened. The witness declared that the members of 
the scheme told Imam Fatty that the witness needed 
to give the official transfer documents to Lalo Kanteh. 
They asserted there was no outstanding balance. The 
witness then explained his position that there was 
still a significant balance, after which, according to the 
witness, Imam Fatty intervened forcefully on his behalf. 
The imam apparently told the security officers that they 
were provoking and troubling the witness. The situation 
escalated, with both sides shouting at each other, until 
Imam Fatty got so angry he said he had to leave “before 
I get to a dangerous stage with these individuals.” The 
witness apparently asked him not to go, pointing out that 
he had called the imam to bail him out. The imam advised 
the witness to take everything in faith and believe in God, 
reminding the witness the security officers “are also 
humans like you.”

After the imam left, Dembo Mbaye ordered the witness 
to accompany two unidentified NIA officers to his house. 
When they arrived, the NIA officers asked the witness 
the value of various items around his house, which the 
witness provided. While at his house the officers did not 
allow the witness to approach his family. The witness 
divulged that his elderly mother, who was at the house 
the whole time, broke down into tears. As they left his 
house his family grew sad, but the witness, reflecting on 
the advice of Imam Fatty, reassured them. 

The Lead Counsel then asked Musa Cham the reputation 
of the NIA in Sukuta at the time. The witness replied 
that people were wary of undercover NIA agents they 
believed were active in the community. For his own part, 
the witness said he was personally afraid of the NIA, who 
he characterised as “behav[ing] like the devil himself.” 
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friendly police officer (who the witness did not want 
to publicly identify), who told him that he should seek 
him out if he had further issues.  

The witness then alleged that the police were 
demanding 170,000 dalasi to settle the woman’s 
claim to the land. The witness protested he could not 
produce the money immediately, and asked that they 
give him three days. When he arrived at the station 
on the morning of the third day, he went directly 
to the office of the police officer he knew since 
childhood. They went to Boto Keita’s office together, 
and according to the witness, the moment Boto Keita 
saw the other officer, his demeanour changed. The 
officer asked Boto Keita what had transpired, and 
Boto Keita responded that they had only brought 
the witness in for questioning. The officer pointed 
out that it must be more than that, as the witness 
had had his fingerprints taken. The officer told the 
witness to go home and call him if he was picked up 
again. The witness said he was never called again by 
the police and never paid the 170,000 dalasi. 

The Lead Counsel then sought to clarify that Boto 
Keita was not necessarily working with Dembo 
Mbaye, despite the fact they were both pursuing 
similar schemes. Musa Cham agreed, but suggested 
that the same people who were involving the NIA in 
their scheme were also going to the police for the 
same purpose. The witness alleged that there were 
“bad people” staying in Sabaji who later came to his 
attention. 

After a short break, the Lead Counsel asked the 
witness to explain how the scheme worked at the 
NIA. After a winding digression on the nature of power 
and truth, the witness alleged that the conspiracy 
included land brokers and their clients. Other 
members of the group had photographic memories 
and could forge a signature after seeing it once. The 
Lead Counsel asked for the names of those involved 
in the conspiracy, which the witness subsequently 
wrote for the Commission. The Lead Counsel 

where he was, which filled the witness with a sense of 
dread. Upon arrival at the NIA Headquarters, he was 
kept again until 6 pm before being released to go home. 
This 10-hour-a-day-detention at the NIA Headquarters 
continued for a week. Finally, they told him he did not 
need to report anymore and that they would call him if 
they needed him.

The witness then revealed that the plot of land in question 
was actually part of a joint business venture with a 
man named Basiru Jobe. Basiru Jobe had previously 
approached the witness to open a shop to sell goods 
initially purchased in Dubai. The building on the land 
under threat at the NIA was the soon-to-be storefront. 
When the witness finally got around to telling Basiru 
Jobe about his ordeal, Basiru Jobe told him he had to 
take the issue to court. He suggested the witness use a 
lawyer named Ousainou Darboe. After hearing the issue, 
Ousainou Darboe agreed to represent the witness in 
court. The proceedings lasted over a year and the NIA 
officers and Lalo Kanteh failed to appear. Eventually even 
the witness grew tired and stopped attending. One day 
the witness called Ousainou Darboe to ask about the 
status of the case, and was told that a judgement had 
been made. Apparently he had won, and the land would 
be returned to him. 

The Lead Counsel then asked Musa Cham if he 
encountered Boto Keita during this first ordeal. The 
witness replied in the affirmative, then launched into 
a seemingly separate issue. He told the Commission 
that one day he was called by a criminal investigation 
department officer who instructed him to report to 
Brusubi Police Station. Upon arrival, the officer told him 
that the land he had purchased with Basiru Jobe actually 
belonged to another woman. They apparently produced 
a document with the witness’ signature, but the name 
was Omar Cham. He was called into Boto Keita’s office, 
where he explained this was the first he was hearing of 
this. Regardless, he was made to sit there until evening 
and his fingerprints were taken. However, while in the 
building he ran into a childhood friend who was now a 
police officer. The witness explained his situation to the 
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The Lead Counsel reminded the Commission they 
were not here to ascertain the extent of the fraud 
that took place, and that they were only hearing one 
side of the story. Musa Cham then continued that 
one day he found a document dropped off at his 
house instructing him to answer to the High Court 
with two phone numbers attached. When he arrived 
at court the next day he called one of the numbers, 
and was met by a man who took him into an office. 

He later clarified that no trial ever 
took place, yet nonetheless the 
man told him the chief had passed 
judgement and that Hawa Jallow 
had won. 
He was told – without any evidence being provided – 
that his house had to be demolished, and that any 
expenditure accrued in turning over the land to Hawa 
Jallow would be the witness’ responsibility. 

Soon after, the witness continued, he received a call 
from Nuha Kijera, who told him to come near the 
junction where Fabakry Tombong Jatta87 lives. When 
he arrived at the designated house, which he later 
identified as belonging to a man named Ndong, he 
found Hawa Jallow and other individuals. Nuha Kijera 
produced a document that stated the plot belonged 
to Hawa Jallow and asked the witness to sign. 

Nuha Kijera told the witness to 
sign the document or he would be 
undressed and taken elsewhere. 
The witness subsequently signed 
the document.  He later insisted 
that he never would have signed if 
he were not threatened. 
However, when asked what happened to his building 
on the land, the witness replied: “nothing.” He 
disclosed he never demolished the structure and 
Physical Planning never came. Apparently, Hawa 

then clarified that the Commission was mandated to 
investigate human rights violations, not fraud, and the 
testimony would focus on the violation of the witness’ 
rights to his property and be dealt with according to the 
dictates of the law.  

Returning the scheme itself, Musa Cham alleged that 
Yankuba Cham would flag land deals going through 
his department for the team. Alternative documents, 
backdated to before the actual sale, would be drafted 
and the Alkalo’s86 signature and the approval of physical 
planning would be forged. The witness said the people 
whose names were on the forged documents usually 
were the ones who ended up with the land. He accused 
Boto Keita, as well as another man with the last name 
Sowe as being a part of the conspiracy. The Lead Counsel 
summed up the witness’s explanation saying there was 
a criminal syndicate including members of the security 
services creating fake documents to transfer land. 

The witness then alleged that this is what transpired 
between him and an NIA officer named Nuha Kijera. The 
Lead Counsel said this was not in his statement, and 
asked the witness to offer further details. The witness 
explained he had a plot of land in Lamin with a half-
finished house bordering a woman named Hawa Jallow. 
One day while discussing the prospect of erecting a fence, 
Hawa Jallow’s older brother, whose daughter was married 
to Nuha Kijera, claimed the witness was encroaching 
on their land and should either demolish his house and 
hand over the plot, or pay them 300,000 dalasi. 

They went to the chief to seek a judgement, but the chief 
said they had to pay him for his entourage to visit the 
site. The witness said he refused to pay as he was the 
one being dragged into the situation, but Nuha Kijera, 
“showing off his status as an NIA officer,” said both parties 
would pay equally to facilitate the visit. During the visit 
the chief’s clerk, a man the witness identified as Longs, 
called members aside to discuss privately, excluding the 
witness. According to the witness, Hawa Jallow’s plot 
was 30 by 40 meters while his was 15 by 40 meters. 
After discussing privately, Longs suggested 10 meters of 
the witness’s land belonged to Hawa Jallow, making her 
plot 40 by 40 and his 5 by 40 meters. As a part of this 
adjustment, the witness was apparently told he would 
have to demolish his house. 

86Village leader.
87The leader of the Alliance for Patriotic Reorientation and Construction, APRC at the time of release of this 
publiction. The witness later stressed it was not his actual compound, but on his street.
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that there was no problem; they just wanted to ask 
him some questions. The witness was released later 
that evening and told to return the next day with all 
the documents related to the aforementioned plot of 
land.

The next morning, he arrived as requested at the 
NIA with the documents. While the witness was with 
Lamin Ceesay, another NIA officer with the surname 
Mboob entered the room and said a lawyer Gomez 
was asking for him. 

Lamin Ceesay apparently told 
Mboob to tell the lawyer that the NIA 
Headquarters was Lamin Ceesay’s 
chambers, and that if the lawyer was 
still there in 5 minutes, he would 
have him arrested and detained. 
Lamin Ceesay then demanded why the witness had 
brought his lawyer. The witness repeated that it was 
his son who had sent the lawyer. He again pleaded that 
he did not want to follow through with the transaction, 
and offered to refund the deposit immediately. He 
was forced to sit in the headquarters all day. That 
evening Lamin Ceesay called his subordinates to 
put the witness in a cell overnight. According to the 
witness, he was kept in detention for 21 days. 

After lunch, Musa Cham described how every morning 
for his first week of his detention he was called by 
Lamin Ceesay and instructed to sign a document. 
Initially, the witness said the document they were 
trying to get him to sign was not favourable to him 
without giving further details. As such, the witness 
doggedly refused to sign. At one point the imam of 
Sukuta, Imam Bey, tried to have the witness released, 
but to no avail. 

One evening around 7 pm during the third week of 
his detention, two NIA agents came to his cell. He 
remembered one of them had the surname Sanneh 
and was from Brikama. They took him out of the cell 
and escorted him to another room. 

Jallow and her relatives did not visit the land, and after 
2016 the NIA stopped inspecting. Instead Hawa Jallow 
erected her own structure that did not infringe on what 
he saw as his land. The witness acknowledged that he 
was still exercising ownership over the land without any 
repercussions, and that despite the alleged abuse of 
authority by Nuha Kijera, the witness did not, in effect, 
lose his land. 

Moving on, Musa Cham explained that the next encounter 
he had with the NIA began with a neighbour named Tala 
Mboob in October 2016 (although there was confusion 
later as to whether it was August 2016). Before relating 
this ordeal, he informed the Commission that it involved 
the same plot of land that had a border with Hawa Jallow, 
and indeed happened before that incident. According to 
the witness, he was already trying to sell the land as his 
family thought it was too far away to settle. He mentioned 
this to Tala Mboob, who expressed interest in the land. 
They agreed to a price of 800,000 dalasi88, including the 
building on the property, and an advance of 230,000 
dalasi89. The witness assumed the responsibility for 
preparing the transfer documents. He added that their 
transaction was discussed in the presence of others.

However, the witness continued, before he completed 
the documents, Tala Mboob informed him that the land 
was actually inside a reserve land that was owned by 
then President Yahya Jammeh. Upon learning this, the 
witness immediately wanted to cancel the transaction 
and refund the advance. He said he had a previous 
similar experience with someone named Sait Mboob who 
tried to do the same thing to him. However, Tala Mboob 
refused to take the refund, saying the witness had held 
on to the money for too long. A week later, he testified, 
he received a call from a NIA officer from Brufut named 
Lamin Ceesay.

When Musa Cham arrived at the NIA Headquarters, he 
said, he was asked to sit with Tala Mboob. While they 
waited NIA officer Lamin Ceesay received a call from a 
lawyer with the surname Gomez. After the call, Lamin 
Ceesay asked the witness if he had told anyone he had 
been summoned by the NIA. The witness revealed that 
before leaving home that morning he had told his son 
to call someone if he did not return before noon. Lamin 
Ceesay informed him of lawyer Gomez’s call, and told him 

8820,212 USD in 2016.
895,811 USD in 2016.
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The witness recalled that he did not 
sign this document because of the 
pain in his fingers from the beating 
the previous day. Thus, he testified, 
Sait Mboob used his expertise in 
forgery to sign the document on 
the witness’ behalf. 
The Lead Counsel pointed out forgery was a grave 
allegation, but the witness stuck to his story. He said 
he was then given a copy of the document to take 
home.

At this point the Lead Counsel produced a document, 
which Musa Cham identified as the one that was 
forged in his presence that day. The witness then 
pointed out exactly where Sait Mboob allegedly 
forged his signature. The Lead Counsel said the 
documents would be sent for handwriting analysis. 
He also pointed out the document was dated 3rd 
August  2016, which contradicted the witness’ 
statement that the event took place in October. The 
witness again alleged this was because the group 
was known to backdate documents as a part of their 
ploy. The Lead Counsel said they would check with 
the NIA registers in their possession.  

The Lead Counsel then read the document, which 
stipulated the witness was selling his land for 
230,000 dalasi (of which 130,000 dalasi91 had been 
paid in advance). He said the document’s signatures 
read: Tala Mboob, Sait Mboob, Musa Cham and 
Yankuba Cham. The witness again clarified that 
Yankuba Cham worked in a department related to 
land affairs, and that his signature on the document 
was forged. 

The witness insisted this was not his original 
agreement with Tala Mboob, pointing out that selling 
a plot of land with a building on it for 230,000 dalasi 
does not make sense. He said he spent close to 
300,000 dalasi92 on the building alone. Even the 
deposit listed on the document was cooked up, the 

As he walked through the door, someone 
inside the room kicked his feet out from 
under him, and he fell hard on his right 
hand. While he lay on the ground in 
shock, a man came and began kicking 
his ribs. 
He later clarified the two agents who brought him to the 
room were not involved in the physical attack against 
him. Someone in the room then told the witness he was 
wasting their time. After the beating, the witness agreed 
to sign the document. He was then escorted back to his 
cell. 

The following morning, he was called again to Lamin 
Ceesay’s office on the ground floor of the NIA complex. 
According to Musa Cham, Lamin Ceesay ordered him 
to go with two NIA officers to the Alkalo to affect the 
transfer. The NIA officer warned the witness not to tell the 
Alkalo the two men were NIA officers. Apparently, before 
they left for the Alkalo, Lamin Ceesay called Tala Mboob 
and told him to avoid putting his name on the document, 
reassuring him they would change it after the fact. 
Therefore, Tala Mboob’s name was replaced with Alieu 
Sarr with an address of Abuja. The witness apparently 
tried to protest, telling Tala Mboob he could not sell the 
land to someone he did not know. Nonetheless, the 
witness did as he was told and called his son to act as 
witness. They both signed the document in the presence 
of the Alkalo. The witness mentioned he left space for the 
so-called Alieu Sarr to sign. Of the two NIA officers sent 
to escort him, the witness identified one as a surname 
Mboob90 from Sukuta. 

When they returned to the NIA Headquarters, the witness 
continued, he asked Lamin Ceesay for a copy of the 
document so he could show his family the land no longer 
belonged to him. Lamin Ceesay obliged, but backdated 
the document. 

90The Lead Counsel pointed out there were a lot of people with the surname Mboob in the witness’s testimony, 
after which the witness clarified the Mboob who accompanied him to the beating was not the Mboob who currently 
works for the TRRC.
913,284 USD in 2016.
927,579 USD in 2016. 
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Lamin Ceesay apparently told Musa Cham he did not 
want the director to know he was there, so he should 
hand over the money and leave. The witness obliged, 
and Lamin Ceesay counted out 90,000 dalasi96 and 
put it aside. The remaining 140,00097 was put in a 
bag and returned to the witness. According to the 
witness, Lamin Ceesay insisted his intentions were 
good. The witness responded that as it was Tala 
Mboob who had him brought to the facility, Tala Mboob 
should cover the costs incurred while he was there. 
The Lead Counsel also pointed out that the witness 
had already covered his food and clothing costs with 
the 7,000 dalasi. Nonetheless, the witness went 
home that evening and continued to report regularly 
until he was told it was no longer necessary.

Moving on, the Lead Counsel then clarified that it 
was after this ordeal that he had the incident with 
Hawa Jallow over the same piece of land. The 
witness said it was, and alleged that everyone was 
“in cahoots” and working together against him. The 
Lead Counsel then stated it was worrisome that after 
already signing this land to Tala Mboob, the witness 
then started fighting with Hawa Jallow over the same 
piece of land, which resulted in him giving the same 
plot to Hawa Jallow. Yet, the Lead Counsel continued, 
the witness still treated the land as if he still owned 
it.

The witness responded that Hawa Jallow and the NIA 
were all working towards the same cause, but if the 
judgement had truly been called in favour of Hawa 
Jallow, the structure would have been demolished 
by Physical Planning, which never happened. He 
reiterated that up to today he has not relinquished 
his right of ownership. When the Lead Counsel 
characterised the witness as having been “involved 
in several questionable land transactions,” the 
witness responded that he was a business person 
who bought plots of land. He said he had only been 
to the police or NIA over land transactions twice. 
He claimed that when they realised they could not 
dislodge him, they gave up. 

Returning to the actual documents themselves, 
Musa Cham confirmed that Lamin Ceesay forced 
him to transfer his land to a so-called Alieu Sarr. The 

witness alleged. He again stated the original agreed price 
was 800,000 dalasi and that a full 230,000 dalasi had 
been paid as the deposit, which meant 570,000 dalasi93 
was outstanding. The witness said he did bring this up 
with Lamin Ceesay, but was told not to mention it again. 

He attested that Lamin Ceesay was 
well aware that NIA officers tortured 
him. 
Returning to his narration, Musa Cham said the same day 
the document was signed he was allowed to go home. 
However, he was again told to report back at the NIA the 
next morning. He attested he was never taken to court 
during his detention. For food, the witness explained 
detainees were provided 30 dalasi94 a day to purchase 
food that came through prison staff that took orders. 
However, at the time he was detained the witness had 
7,000 dalasi95 on his person, so he told them to use 
that money to buy his food, as well as his toothpaste 
and soap. He also revealed how he was detained during 
Tobaski. On the lead up to the holy day, he asked the 
officers to go to the market and buy new clothes for him 
and two other detainees using the 7,000 dalasi. They 
obliged. The witness said the money that remained was 
returned to him when he was released. 

The morning after the witness was released, while he was 
on his way to report at the NIA Headquarters, he received 
a call from Lamin Ceesay. The witness remembered 
Lamin Ceesay laughing and speaking happily. He told the 
witness when he reported the next day he should bring 
“the money.” When he came back the next day with the 
money, Lamin Ceesay told him they wanted to take him 
off the hands of the director, who at the time was Yankuba 
Badjie. Lamin Ceesay apparently told the witness that 
the director had complained that the witness had been 
released before paying for the time he spent at the facility. 

At this point, the Lead Counsel 
interjected, “like it was a hotel,” which 
the witness pointed out it was “Yahya 
Jammeh’s hotel.” 

9314,401 USD in 2016.
940.75 USD in 2016.
95176 USD in 2016.
962,2273 USD in 2016.
973,573 USD in 2016.
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a lawyer, and the magistrate suggested he visit 
someone named Marenah98 in Banjul. He ran into 
Marenah in the hallway of the Ministry of Justice and 
they scheduled a meeting for the next day. Apparently 
on the way out of the building he ran into a government 
lawyer name Lamin Jarju who advised the witness to 
pay attention to the TV. The Commissioner interrupted 
the witness and asked what steps he had taken to 
return the deposit. The witness insisted he was more 
than willing to return the deposit.

In his final remarks Musa Cham thanked the 
Commission and noted that everything regarding 
his testimony transpired in a careful, peaceful and 
respectful way. He said he felt treated with decency 
and honour. He then revealed he wanted to divulge 
to the Commissioners that he had a disability, but 
that he did not want it made public. After confusion 
over whether and how to say convey the information, 
the video feed cut off while he revealed his secret. 
Afterwards he again thanked and praised the 
Commissioners and reassured them they would be 
in his prayers.  

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Conspiracy to commit fraud

Lalo Kanteh, Dembo Mbaye, Boto Keita, Sowe (first 
name not given), Nuha Kijera, Hawa Jallow, Longs, 
Lamin Ceesay, Tala Mboob, Yankuba Cham

Unlawful search and seizure (of Musa Cham’s 
house)

Dembo Mbaye 

Arbitrary detention (of Musa Cham)

Lamin Ceesay

Assault and torture (of Musa Cham)

Lamin Ceesay 

Forgery 

Sait Mboob 

Lead Counsel pointed out the transfer document at the 
NIA said Tala Mboob, to which the witness responded he 
was not concerned with those documents, because they 
were fraudulent. The document he signed with the Alkalo, 
was signed in Arabic, and said Alieu Sarr. He again stated 
he never met an Alieu Sarr, and that he never would 
have signed the documents if he were not subjected to 
pressure and torture.  

The Lead Counsel then asked a final question about the 
Mboob at the NIA who allegedly mistreated the witness 
who now worked for the TRRC.  The witness described 
how when he was taken to the cell at the NIA for the 
second time, Lamin Ceesay threatened him that there 
were many other far more uncomfortable places he could 
be taken. When he still refused to sign the document, 
this Mboob told Lamin Ceesay that the witness was 
saying there was no problem, “but in this place you don’t 
say there is no problem.”

When asked if there was anything else Mboob did against 
him, the witness launched into a description of giving 
his statement to the nameless Mboob in front of Lamin 
Ceesay, Sait Mboob, and Tala Mboob. Apparently, Sait 
Mboob and Tala Mboob protested anything the witness 
said that went against their version of events and Mboob, 
who presumably was the scribe, ended up writing their 
version. The witness asserted he did not sign the false 
statement they wrote, and Mboob later went to Lamin 
Ceesay’s office and complained the witness was not 
signing the document. Under questioning, the witness 
did acknowledge this was in fact true. Following the Lead 
Counsel’s questioning, he said that in fact all Mboob 
had done to him was issue the threat “you say there is 
no problem but in this place you don’t’ say there is no 
problem,” which was not too big an issue, although he did 
add it caused him sadness.

Commissioner Kinteh pointed out that with both lawyers 
Ousainou Darboe and Gomez, the witness was successful 
in receiving justice through the courts. He asked whether 
the witness had pursued legal action regarding the third 
incident where he only received 230,000 dalasi (that 
was in effect stripped to 140,000 dalasi) instead of the 
previously agreed upon 800,000 dalasi. The witness 
responded that before the TRRC began its hearings, he 
went to a Magistrate Bojang to ask for help securing 

98We believe this to be Cherno Marenah, who served as Solicitor General from November 2014 until May 2016 and 
again from May 2017 until December 2020. 
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When the witness arrived home, he discussed what 
had happened with his uncle Alagie Bal Jobe. Later, 
the witness heard over the radio that soldiers were 
being arrested. They heard Ndure Cham’s name 
mentioned and his uncle asked him where Ndure 
Cham was, but the witness told him that he could 
not say for sure. The witness remembered his uncle 
warning him, but he just brushed it off saying that it 
was military business, and he was not involved in it.

Once daybreak came Alieu Lowe went to work. Later 
in the day his uncle came to see him and asked the 
witness if he had heard anything about Ndure Cham, 
and the witness told him that he honestly had not. 
The witness stayed at work and at 5 pm he got a 
call from Ndure Cham. He told the witness that he 
had arrived at the Casamance border by the grace 
of God. The witness remembers asking Ndure Cham 
what he should do and Ndure Cham told him to “just 
sit down. Nothing will happen.”

The witness then told the Commission that the 
morning that he met Ndure Cham there was another 
soldier present. Once this soldier was arrested, he 
confessed to seeing the witness and Ndure Cham 
together that morning. Once the soldier gave his 
name, the National Intelligence Agency, NIA arrested 
the witness.

He recalled that the arrest happened at 3 am. He 
was woken up to knocking on his door. When he 
opened the door, an officer immediately slapped him. 
There were about seven soldiers in total but only two 
of them, Abdoulie Sowe and Lamin Cham, entered 
his room. Once they entered Abdoulie Sowe began 
beating the witness while Lamin Cham watched. The 
witness asked them what was happening, and they 
insisted that he knew what was going on. After they 
finished beating him, they took him out to the cars 
they came in and started beating him with their guns. 
Although the witness could only identify Abdoulie 
Sowe and Lamin Cham - the officers were all dressed 
in black head to toe with their faces covered - he told 
the Commission that the rest of the soldiers joined 
in with the beating by kicking him.

WITNESS NAME: Alieu LOWE

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 27th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: His relationship with Ndure 
Cham; the role he played during the Ndure Cham 
attempted coup d’état; his arrest, detention and torture 
at the NIA; his detention at Mile 2 Prison; his release and 
the impact on him and his family

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S):  Not mentioned

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Nephew of Ndure Cham, 
charged with treason

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Businessman 

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

Alieu Lowe began his testimony by telling the Commission 
that he was related to Ndure Cham through their mothers. 
Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie then asked the witness to 
describe the nature of their relationship in 2006. The 
witness recounted that on a Saturday in 2006, Ndure 
Cham called to tell him that he had a gift for the naming 
ceremony of the witness’ newborn. He mentioned that he 
had something in the works, but claimed that he could 
not tell the witness what it was right away as he was a 
civilian. Alieu Lowe further narrated that sometime Ndure 
Cham called him around 2 am and told him to meet him 
in Farato. The witness was there until 4 am before Ndure 
Cham revealed to him that a coup was going to take 
place and also expressed his desire to leave the country. 
Ndure Cham then told the witness that he would be 
allowed to leave Farato at 5 am, but he was not allowed 
to tell anyone what he learned there.
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experienced pain for three days and asked if he ever 
received medical attention. The witness responded 
no. She then asked if his family was allowed access 
to him while he was at the NIA, and the witness 
responded no to that as well. He was never allowed 
to see anyone nor was he allowed a lawyer.

Alieu Lowe was asked if he was charged with any 
crime while he was at the NIA and he replied that 
they did not do that at the NIA. Deputy Lead Counsel 
Jabbie asked the witness to describe the cell he was 
kept in. He told her that it was a small room with a 
wire mesh door that was completely empty. The cell 
was located near the entrance of the NIA, right before 
the waiting room, through a door located on the right-
hand side. He remembered some buildings were 
under construction. The witness attested he could 
hear the other detainees, but he could only see the 
two cells on his left and right.

When asked about what the food conditions were 
like at the NIA Headquarters, the witness became 
emotional. He testified that they were only given 
others’ leftovers to eat and that he and his brother 
had to beg with their hands out of the cells. The 
witness also told her that they were never allowed 
showers or a change of clothing. He recounted that 
at his arrest he was only wearing trousers and a 
T-shirt, and he was made to wear those during his 
beating and throughout his whole time at the NIA 
Headquarters. 

The witness then continued his testimony by telling 
the Commission what happened after his three days 
at the NIA. On his last day after 5 pm prayers, officers 
suddenly came and announced they were being taken 
to Mile 2 Prison. There were no court proceedings. 
They were taken straight to Mile 2. The names of 
the other detainees taken to Mile 2 Prison that the 
witness could remember were his brother Mustapha 
Lowe, Omar Faal, Alieu Jobe, and Ousman Sey.  They 
were all divided between two cars and about six 
officers travelled with them. 

When they arrived at Mile 2 Central Prison, they 
were taken into then Director David Colley’s office 
where they gave their names. After that, they were 

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie asked Alieu Lowe if anything 
else happened while the officers were at his home. The 
witness explained that they searched his room and found 
16,000 dalasi99, his mobile phone, his bangle, his ring, 
and his bankbook all of which they took with them when 
they left. The witness continued recounting his arrest. 
He was taken to the NIA Headquarters after a brief stop 
where his brother Mustapha Lowe was also picked up. The 
witness remembered arriving at the NIA Headquarters at 
5 am. When they got to the headquarters they were taken 
to questioning and made to give their names and their 
occupations. The witness confessed to the Commission 
that at that time he could not really understand what was 
going on, because he was still partially unconscious as a 
result of the beating he received. He was then taken to 
his cell where he immediately fell asleep. 

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie then asked Alieu Lowe how 
long he was detained at the NIA. The witness said that 
he was there for three days. Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie 
followed up by asking the witness if he could tell the 
Commission how many people were detained during his 
time at the NIA. The witness answered that his cell was 
close to Mustapha Lowe’s, but he could only hear the 
other detainees; he could not see any of them.

Alieu Lowe told the Commission at daybreak they were 
taken out to the backyard and tortured. Deputy Lead 
Counsel Jabbie inquired if the witness could describe 
the type of torture they received. The witness explained 
that they would be taken out back near a generator. 
Someone would hold them down, while someone else 
would beat them with water hosepipes. The witness 
could not recognise any of the assailants because they 
were all wearing black uniforms with masks that covered 
all but their eyes. The witness then said that he saw 
about seven officers.

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie asked if the witness could 
tell them which parts of his body he was hit on, and the 
witness explained that an officer would sit on his neck 
while he was beat on his back and others kicked him. The 
witness stated that the beatings he received disturbed 
him initially, but it does not disturb him anymore. Deputy 
Lead Counsel Jabbie reminded the witness that in his 
statement he indicated that he was beat so badly he 

99536 USD in 2006.
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Alieu Lowe recalled being held down 
and beaten with both fists and 
hosepipes and although it was not 
done to him, he told the Commission 
that electrocution was a method of 
torture used there as well.
Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie then directed the 
witness’ testimony back to discussing his time at 
Mile 2 Prison. She asked the witness if he could give 
them some names of the people arrested in relation 
to the case, as well as any prisoners he met there. 
The witness named Bunja Darboe, Wassa Camara, 
Faring Sanyang, Yahya Darboe, Pierre Mendy, Abdou 
Karim Jah, Alagie Nying, Babou Janha, Alieu Jobe, 
Omar Faal, Mustapha Lowe, Amadi Sowe, and 
Ousman Sey. Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie asked the 
witness if all those he named were detained at the 
security wing in the Mile 2 Prison and the witness 
responded yes, they were. She then asked the 
witness if he had met any other people there and 
the witness recounted that he met Mbalo Kanteh, 
Omar Dampha, Ensa Baldeh, Alieu Bah, Lamin Jarju, 
LF Jarju, Lamin Darboe, Sulayman Sarr and Abdou 
Rahman Bah there, along with others. Deputy Lead 
Counsel Jabbie questioned if that meant there were 
a lot of people detained during his time at Mile 2 and 
the witness answered yes.

The witness was then asked to describe the other 
incidents of torture that happened while he was 
imprisoned. He explained that a vehicle would come 
at 2 am and pick-up six people to take to the NIA 
for torture. They would keep returning and taking six 
more until 5 am. He recalled seeing many injuries on 
his fellow detainees. Everyone was exhausted. He 
stated that Wassa Camara came back one night and 
“All of his head was broken”. Bunja Darboe came back 
with a broken hand, Pierre Mendy was electrocuted, 
and Omar Faal and Ousman Sey were badly beaten. 
The witness told the Commission that there was one 
detainee that they called Honourable Demba Demba 
who has not returned to the country since the day he 
escaped. 

escorted to the security wing and each person was 
given their own cell. They were in the cells for a week 
before they were given any mattresses or blankets. The 
witness also recalled seeing military officers that were 
accused of being a part of the coup plot be brought in 
during that time. Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie once again 
questioned if there was ever any court proceedings or 
warrant provided that established the reason for the 
witness’ arrest and the witness replied that he was never 
provided with either.  When asked to describe the cell he 
was kept in at Mile 2, Alieu Lowe recounted that it was a 
small room with a small bed and little space for prayers. 
There was a small window at the door.

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie then requested the witness 
tell the Commission about his stay at Mile 2 Prison. The 
witness told her that during the first few months they 
were not allowed to leave their cell for anything other 
than showering - they even ate in their cells. The food 
they were given was so poor that if it was given to them 
at 1pm it would start to develop an odour by 5 pm. 

After spending three weeks at Mile 2 
Prison, they were taken back to the 
NIA by people dressed in “black black” 
with face coverings and tortured. 
The witness clarified that for him, that night was the last 
time he personally was tortured. Deputy Lead Counsel 
Jabbie asked the witness whom he was referring to. The 
witness explained to her that when asked around he 
was told that the people in “black black” were killers 
and that they were the ones that beat people. He told 
the Commission that there were more than 10 people 
in “black black” and they came in two vehicles at 3 am. 

When he arrived at the NIA Headquarters, they were made 
to stand in a line and enter the building going towards 
the waiting room. There were officers placed periodically 
along the way and they would slap them as they passed. 
When they finally arrived in the waiting room, they were 
made to wait until they heard their name called. Once 
their name was called, they were taken to a different 
room and tortured individually. 
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Touray represented him. The witness remembered 
being asked if he had a part in Ndure Cham’s escape, 
and he confessed that he had helped him with his 
escape because he was his uncle. According to the 
witness, they then read out his charges to him and 
he was returned to prison. The witness returned to 
the court several times during his trial. 

When asked what the final decision of the court was 
the witness replied that he was sentenced to 20 
years in prison, but that the count would start from 
the day he was first detained at Mile 2. The witness 
recounted that his lawyer asked him if he would like 
to file an appeal to the judge, but the witness denied 
this. He told his lawyer that since he was finally given 
a sentence, he would serve it. That day when he 
was returned to Mile 2 Prison, he was finally given 
his prison jumpsuit. It was at that point that he was 
convicted of treason and officially became an inmate. 

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie asked the witness if he 
was moved to a different part of the prison after he 
became an official prisoner and he responded in the 
negative. When asked why not, he explained that all 
of the people from his group of detainees were to be 
kept together so he continued to stay in the Security 
Wing of Mile 2 and was not moved to the main yard 
with the other prisoners. After the witness became 
an official prisoner, he was finally allowed one hour 
of outside time and family visitation. Deputy Lead 
Counsel Jabbie asked the witness how much of 
his 20-year sentence he served, and the witness 
answered that he served 9 years and 6 months 
including the time that he was held as a detainee. 
During that time, the only problem that the witness 
had was poor food, and the fact that religious fasting 
times were not respected.

The witness then explained that the reason he did not 
serve his full sentence, was that after 9 years and 6 
months, Yahya Jammeh announced a pardon and he 
was released. After he was released, he was able 
to return to his family. Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie 
reminded the witness of the money and belonging 
that were taken from his home by NIA officers the 

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie asked the witness if there 
had been any deaths. 

The witness answered that Manlafi Corr, 
Ebou Lowe, along with Alieu Ceesay, 
who had been in the cell opposite his 
at the time, were all killed. 
He remembers that after Dawda Bojang, Lamin Darboe, 
Lamin Jarju, LF Bah, Alieu Bah, and someone called 
Buaka were taken away they were never seen again. 

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie thanked Alieu Lowe and 
pointed out that in his statement he told them that he 
was detained at Mile 2 Prison for over five years. She 
then asked him if he could tell them how he spent his 
time in prison. The witness explained that he once 
asked an officer if he would be able to have visits from 
his family, but he was told that since he had not been 
charged, that was not possible. Deputy Lead Counsel 
Jabbie interjected and asked if that meant that for over 
five years, he had no access to his family. The witness 
told her that there was only one occasion where he was 
allowed to see a nephew of his. He remembered telling 
his nephew to extend his greetings to the rest of his 
family, but that was the extent of his interaction with his 
family and the outside world.

The witness informed the Commission that he was able 
to get a lawyer after that. During his nephews’ visit he 
told him to “Tell uncle to try all means and secure the 
services of a lawyer for me. I am here. I have no visits. 
I have not been taken to court and I do not know how 
things will pan out for me here.” He further told him, “If 
they took me to court, I would know. If I were going to be 
imprisoned, I would resign to the faith. If I were also going 
to be released, I would know. I would know that too.”

The lawyer came to see the witness in prison and once 
they realised that he had obtained a lawyer, he was 
officially charged and told that he must go to court. The 
witness was charged with treason and after a while he 
was taken to the High Court in Banjul. His case was heard 
by Judge Nkea. During his initial court proceedings, Bori 
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After that, the Deputy Chair asked the witness if he 
was beaten in front of his wife. The witness told 
her that his wife and two of his children, aged three 
months and two years, were in the room while he 
was beaten. Commissioner Kah then asked what 
effects the beating had on his overall health and the 
witness said during his time at Mile 2 Prison he had 
pains that disturbed him, but he does not feel them 
anymore. The final question came from Bishop Odico 
who asked the witness where Ndure Cham was now. 

Alieu Lowe informed Bishop Odico 
that Ndure Cham was captured and 
killed, but they still do not know the 
whereabouts of his body. 
After answering the Commissioners’ questions, the 
witness was given time to make his final remarks. He 
stated that after the soldiers who were detained were 
released, received jobs and forms of compensation, 
but that was not done for the civilian detainees. He 
told the Commission that he felt the civilians should 
also receive that privilege. The witness then went on 
to say that after he was released from Mile 2 Prison, 
no one ever came to visit him and see how he was 
faring. Even though none of the soldiers suffered the 
way the civilians did, they have all been able to build 
houses, buy cars, and start businesses – whilst him, 
Omar Faal, and Amadi Sowe all have nothing, and no 
one cares about them. He questioned why they have 
been able to watch them struggle with their families 
and nothing has been done. 

In response to the witness’ question, the Chair told 
him that they could not answer that question as they 
are not the government, but they would take note 
of his point. The witness agreed that was fair and 
stated he had no further remarks. 

night of his arrest and asked if he ever got them back. 
The witness replied that he never recovered any of them. 
He remembered asking about the 16,000 dalasi after his 
arrest, but he was given a harsh response and he never 
inquired again.

Finally, Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie then requested for 
the witness to tell the Commission what the effects of 
his arrest, torture, and imprisonment had on him as well 
as his family. The witness stated that it brought him such 
sadness. He said “Imagine someone that is living with his 
family, you come and arrest the person and torture the 
person and detain him in one place. You do not know how 
they are coping in terms of sustenance with the family. You 
also take what he has and take it along and you have not 
averted your mind to the fact that there are people behind 
this person”. That is when he thought that these people, 
even if they were to die, they would not care. The witness 
went on to say that the soldiers that were detained did 
not experience any of the torture that him and the other 
civilian detainees did.

Deputy Lead Counsel Jabbie then thanked the witness 
for his testimony and gave the Chair the floor. The Chair 
thanked the witness as well and offered his condolences 
for the suffering he had to face before opening the floor 
for questions from the Commissioners. 

Imam Sey asked the witness what became of his brother 
Mustapha Lowe and whether his family was aware when 
he was taken away. The witness answered that after his 
brother was released, he sought asylum in Senegal and 
is now based in Sweden. As for his family, the witness 
explained that when he was arrested, they only opened 
his bedroom door, but the rest of his family were hiding 
behind their doors. They stayed that way until the morning 
and his wife confirmed that he had been taken away. 

Next, Imam Jallow also asked the witness two questions. 
First, how was the witness sure that the coup d’état that 
Ndure Cham was planning was actually real, to which 
the witness replied that he could only go by what Ndure 
Cham had told him. The second question Imam Jallow 
had was about the money that was taken from him, and 
to this the witness responded that to this day he does 
not know who took that money. 
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Although the witness could only identify 
Abdoulie Sowe and Lamin Cham - the officers 

were all dressed in black, head to toe with 
their faces covered - he told the Commission 
that the rest of the soldiers joined in with the 

beating by kicking him.

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Assault (of Alieu Lowe in 2006)

Abdoulie Sowe, Lamin Cham

Arbitrary arrest and detention (of Alieu Lowe and 
Mustapha Lowe in 2006)

Abdoulie Sowe, Lamin Cham
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a meeting in progress at the house so he stopped 
at the door and waved to Ebou Jarju to hand over 
the keys to him. However, when he waved his hand, 
he was noticed by Jung Conteh, the then Alliance 
for Patriotic, Reorientation and Construction, APRC, 
Member of Parliament. She added that this was four 
days before the 2006 presidential elections.

Jung Conteh went over to speak with Baboucarr Jatta, 
the then Minister of Interior and essentially accused 
her husband, Kanyiba Kanyi of causing trouble for the 
APRC party in the community and coming to spy on 
them. According to her husband, others at the meeting 
joined in the accusations and asked Baboucarr Jatta 
to do something about it. Baboucarr Jatta had called 
her husband and spoken with him at that time and 
told him “nonsense” according to her husband but 
Kanyiba Kanyi did not respond. When probed further, 
the witness said that her then husband did not 
expand on what he meant by “nonsense”. 

Baboucarr Jatta went to Kanyiba Kanyi’s office in 
Kanifing the next day to lodge a complaint with his 
superior. 

Apparently, he threatened that 
Kanyiba Kanyi could be arrested 
any day because of his politics. 
Kanyiba Kanyi’s boss, Cassel, 

subsequently suspended him from 
work for two weeks the next day. 

HWITNESS NAME: Isatou KANYI

TRRC HEARING DATE (S): 28th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: Her husband Kanyiba Kanyi’s 
encounter with the APRC party; his arrest by the NIA; his 
enforced disappearance and the impact on her and his 
family

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Not mentioned

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S): Wife of Kanyiba Kanyi

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Not working

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

The witness said her name was Isatou Kanyi and she 
was born 19th February 1981. She is a resident of Bonto 
Kuta in Kombo East, and not currently working. When 
asked her marital status, she said she remarried in 2018 
and before that, she was married to Kanyiba Kanyi, who 
hailed from Jarra Jasong but was resident in Bonto. She 
said they were first cousins.

Explaining further about her former husband, Isatou 
Kanyi said he was a popular person who loved everybody 
and was liked by many. He was a strong supporter of the 
United Democratic Party, UDP, and was very influential. 
She said he worked for the Christian Children’s Fund, 
CCF.

After confirming that the witness was still married to 
Kanyiba Kanyi around September 2006 and that they 
were living in Bonto, the Counsel asked if anything 
significant happened around that period. Isatou Kanyi 
replied in the affirmative. She explained that on Sunday, 
17th September 2006, Kanyiba Kanyi had gone to 
Sohm100 to get some work done at the office because 
they were expecting visitors. She pointed out that it was 
not usual for them to work on Sundays because of the 
busy schedule at the time. He left home early Sunday 
morning. 

When he got to his office, he found the place locked. He 
went to one of his co-workers, Ebou Jarju to get the keys. 
The witness explained that Ebou Jarju is the younger 
brother of the chief of Kombo East, Basiru Jarju and they 
lived in Sohm. When Kanyiba Kanyi got there, he found 

100A village in the Foni District in the Lower River Region of The Gambia.
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she was concerned the same thing would happen to 
her husband, especially because of the influence he 
had within the opposition UDP. 

When asked further, the witness also confirmed 
having heard of attacks, arrests and torture of UDP 
supporters. She recounted an incident during one 
presidential election period (she could not recall the 
year) where her father’s younger brother, Landing Kanyi 
was seriously beaten when a fight broke out between 
APRC and UDP supporters during a campaign. She 
was also asked if she felt that the UDP party, and by 
extension her husband, was particularly targeted by 
the government or by the APRC party. Isatou Kanyi 
replied this was her worry and that was why she 
asked her husband to leave. She was concerned for 
his safety but he refused to listen to her and insisted 
that he was a citizen of this country and he would 
therefore not leave. 

Going back to the incident leading to her husband’s 
arrest, the witness explained that when Wandifa 
Kanyi explained to her father that Kanyiba Kanyi was 
in trouble and refused to seek refuge somewhere 
else, her father hurriedly set off to talk to Kanyiba 
Kanyi. Before he got to their house, they had already 
arrested the witness’ husband. 

She described how men in a taxi alighted at their 
house and asked for Kanyiba Kanyi. He was chatting 
with a friend at the time and when he identified 
himself, the man said that they needed him.  Kanyiba 
Kanyi asked his name and he had said: “My name 
is Camara.” They went out together and spoke for 
a long time, then she saw them open the car door. 
She rushed out with her younger sister and asked 
Kanyiba Kanyi where he was going. He told her that 
they needed him to go with them to Mandinaba 
regarding money matters. The witness was asked 
if she overheard any of the conversation that her 
husband had with the man who identified himself as 
Camara. She replied in the negative. 

Continuing, the witness said that she asked her 
husband if he knew the men and he replied no. She 
then asked his: “How could you go out like that and go 
with people that you don’t know” after which another 

The witness added that she believed her husband was 
suspended because anyone not supporting the APRC 
could get in trouble, and Cassel, a foreigner, was scared. 

She said she found out about her husband’s troubles 
at work from a neighbour, Karamba Jammeh. Kanyiba 
Kanyi confirmed this when he came home for lunch. The 
witness was then asked if she could tell them whether 
his suspension was valid under the circumstances. The 
witness answered no, adding that the suspension even 
angered his colleagues at work and they threatened to 
resign from work. 

Isatou Kanyi also narrated an incident earlier in the 
day when a suspicious man claiming to be from Lamin 
village came to their house asking for someone he called 
Karabulai working with CCF. The man claimed to be tired 
from looking all over town for this Karabulai. She said 
she became suspicious because Karabulai sounded like 
Kanyiba Kanyi, and because her husband was the only 
person at that place working at the CCF. She did not tell 
the man about her husband, and he left. Her suspicion 
was confirmed when her younger sister came home and 
told her that she was in the same vehicle with the man 
and was walking behind him all the way to their house.

After lunch, Kanyiba Kanyi left to hang out at the shop. 
She said she took the opportunity and asked his younger 
sibling, Wandifa Kanyi to ask their father to appeal to 
Kanyiba Kanyi to leave the house because it was not 
safe. Kanyiba Kanyi said that he was a citizen of this 
country and was going nowhere. 

When asked, the witness stated she 
told her husband to leave the house 
because at that time, the country was 
not safe because Yahya Jammeh’s 
government would arrest someone 
and make them disappear and that 
scared her a lot. 
When the witness was asked if she recalled any specific 
cases of people being disappeared, she gave the example 
of Daba Marenah101 and Chief Manneh102. She claimed 

101Former Director of the National Intelligence Agency, NIA. Accused of arbitrary detention, torture and impairment 
of physical integrity. He was in disappeared and killed in 2006. 
102Chief Ebrima Manneh was journalist who was disappeared in July 2006. See Committee to Project Journalist, 
Chief Ebrima Manneh.

https://cpj.org/data/people/chief-ebrima-manneh/
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informed him of the arrest. Lawyer Darboe said they 
were in the provinces but they would look into the 
matter the next day. The witness said she also called 
Lamin Darboe, another of her husband’s friends who 
revealed that Kanyiba Kanyi had asked if he could 
spend the night with him but, he was not in town. 

Her mother and brother came when they heard what 
was happening. She left for another of her husband’s 
friend’s houses and Wandifa Kanyi stayed behind 
with the family. On her way back to the house, 
she found her mother and others standing at the 
junction. They stopped the vehicle and told her it 
was not safe for them to sleep in their compound 
that night. At this point, the witness started crying. 
The Counsel apologised for that they had to put her 
through this and encouraged her to take her time 
before continuing. 

A bit later, the witness indicated she was ready to 
proceed. She continued, saying she was told another 
team came for Kanyiba Kanyi. When they were told 
he had already been taken away, they were sceptical. 
The team stormed into the house and searched 
all over the place but did not find him. Her younger 
sister recognised the person who had come to their 
house earlier that day asking for Karabulai. The man 
vehemently denied it was him and threatened to take 
her sister if they did not find Kanyiba Kanyi.

The men went outside to discuss and 
after some time, came in again and 
took Wandifa Kanyi because they 
could not find Kanyiba Kanyi. They 
did not believe that Kanyiba Kanyi 
was already arrested. Wandifa Kanyi 
was taken to the NIA Headquarters 
in Banjul and dumped in a cell where 
he was made to spend the night. 
When asked, the witness said that Wandifa had told 
her that the mosquitoes in the cell bothered him, but 
other than that, nothing happened. He was released 

man alighted from the taxi. He was in uniform but it 
was getting dark so she could not properly describe the 
uniform. She said it looked like a paramilitary uniform. 
The Counsel asked if the man in uniform was armed. 
The witness responded that he had a gun and when he 
alighted, he told her to go to bed. She said she told him 
she could not do that because the man they were talking 
to was her husband. The man again told her to go to bed 
and then he turned to Kanyiba Kanyi and said: “Since 
you say that you are a man, today your manhood would 
be very clear.” 

Kanyiba Kanyi asked to be allowed to change his shirt. 
They said no. A third man alighted from the vehicle. When 
asked, the witness clarified that there were four men 
in the taxi including the driver. She said she could not 
describe the men or the taxi because it was dark. 

When they left, she looked, but did not 
see a number plate on the car. 
All of them were crying at the house because they did 
not know the people that were taking her husband 
away although she had a suspicion they were from the 
National Intelligence Agency, NIA, Headquarters from 
their behaviour. When probed further, she explained that 
her husband was shoved in the car and immediately 
driven away. Her father arrived at the house at that point.

The Counsel asked the witness why her 
family was crying. She said they were 
scared because of what was happening 
in the country. She had heard of people 
arrested from their homes and never 
seen and never found again. 
She was worried that her husband’s case would follow 
the same pattern. 

Continuing on with her narration, the witness explained 
that after she could not reach her husband’s phone, she 
called Sheriff Fofana, Kanyiba Kanyi’s friend and fellow 
UDP member and told him of the arrest. Sheriff called 
Lawyer Ousainou Darboe, the UDP partly leader and 
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for help. Ousainou Darboe103 told them they would 
look into the matter and take it to court. He also 
told her father that another UDP supporter, Rambo 
Jatta, was arrested as well. The matter was taken 
to court about two weeks later but even though the 
judge passed a judgment for them to be charged or 
released, her husband was not allowed to leave. 

They were told that lawyer Mai Fatty, former Minister of 
Interior, would go to the NIA the next day and Kanyiba 
Kanyi and the others to be released. That also did 
not yield her husband. When asked if at any point 
during or after the case the NIA ever acknowledged 
having Kanyiba Kanyi in their custody, the witness 
responded that they went to the NIA one day and 
were told that he was in their custody but when they 
went other times, they would tell them that he was 
not with them. 

The witness went on to explain that one day she was 
watching television and saw Yahya Jammeh denying 
accusations of having Kanyiba Kanyi and Chief 
Manneh in his custody and went on to insinuate 
that her husband  took the “back way.104” When 
the Counsel asked the witness if her husband went 
the back way, she answered in the negative, adding 
that her husband was arrested in her presence and 
she believed that Yahya Jammeh was trying to clear 
himself of the accusations. Her suspicious that he 
had a hand in it remained.

When asked if she knew whether the NIA reported 
directly to the office of the President, the witness 
responded in the affirmative. She added that she 
believes Yahya Jammeh gave the orders for all 
the bad deeds that happened in the country. She 
reasoned it was not possible for all this to happen, 
and the person in charge claim they are unaware of 
it, unless they also had a hand in it.

When asked why Yahya Jammeh as head of state 
would target her husband, she replied that Yahya 
Jammeh believed it is necessary to keep himself 
in power. She added that for someone who had 
no sympathy for their fellow human beings, made 
families cry, and wasted lives, staying in power is 
worth doing anything - including disappearing her 
husband.

the next morning after it was confirmed that Kanyiba 
Kanyi was in NIA custody. However, before he left, they 
asked him about his relationship with Kanyiba Kanyi and 
what party he belonged to. When Wandifa Kanyi asked 
them where Kanyiba Kanyi was, he was told that it was 
not his business. The witness said she believed that 
the first team that came to arrest her husband, and the 
strange visitor that came to her house on the pretext of 
looking for Karabulai, were from the NIA. 

The witness agreed that her husbands’ arrest and 
disappearance three days before the election was related 
to him being a staunch UDP supporter and influential 
within the community. Furthermore, she testified that 
Yahya Jammeh would do anything to keep himself in 
government, including killing people. If Yahya Jammeh 
saw someone who had the potential of disrupting his 
party, he would try all means possible to stop them. The 
Counsel asked the witness the kind of message she 
thinks Yahya Jammeh, through the NIA, was trying to 
send by arresting and disappearing her husband. She 
said that her perception was that he wanted to frighten 
UDP supporters and bring the party down. 

She agreed with the Counsel that this affected the party 
because wherever the APRC went for campaigning, they 
would tell the UDP supporters “You saw what they did to 
Kanyiba? And anyone who is still following the UDP, the 
same fate would follow.” This intimidated UDP supporters 
and people were afraid to vote for the UDP in 2006 
presidential elections. 

The Counsel then asked the witness 
if she was in any sort of predicament 
at the time. She replied that she was 
three months pregnant when her 
husband was arrested, adding that it 
was “another hardship.” 

Moving on, the Counsel asked the witness how they 
followed up after her husband’s arrest. She explained 
that as it was elections time, they believed that Kanyiba 
Kanyi was arrested because they did not want him to 
vote. However, when they did not see or hear from him 
after the elections, her father went to Ousainou Darboe 

103Ousainou Darboe is the long time leader of the UDP party.
104Local term for irregular migration to Europe.
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she coped. She replied that they just took it in good 
faith, praying and offering charity for him in the event 
that he is no longer alive. 

The Counsel asked the witness if she received any 
further information about her husband’s whereabouts 
after all of these years. She explained that before the 
change of government, Yahya Jammeh had pardoned 
some people so Kanyiba Kanyi’s younger brother 
went to Mile 2 Prison to find him without success. 
She explained that they also went to look for Kanyiba 
Kanyi in Mac Carthy105 after someone informed them 
that they saw Kanyiba Kanyi there. It turned out to 
be untrue. When asked if either the police or the 
NIA investigated her husband’s case when Yahya 
Jammeh was in still power, the witness replied they 
could not do so because at that time everybody was 
scared they may suffer the same consequence. When 
asked if she believed any effective investigation was 
conducted at that point, the witness that that was 
not done.

She continued to narrate that after the change of 
government, they heard on the radio that people 
whose relatives had disappeared could go and give 
their statements and that the government would look 
for them. After the investigations were concluded, 
her family were informed that they did not find 
Kanyiba Kanyi. That was when they finally came to 
the conclusion that her husband was dead, 13 years 
after his disappearance. 

When asked how she felt that day, 
Isatou Kanyi replied that that day was 
a very difficult day for her because 
though death is painful, there are 
some types of death, which are very, 
very hard to take and forgetting is 
very difficult. 
She further narrated that sometimes when she was 
sad, she would think that maybe he was not dead. 
She would reason that he had not done anything 

Moving on, the Counsel asked the witness if she 
eventually gave birth. She said yes, a son named Abdou 
Salam Kanyi. 

She went on to narrate that when her 
son was 5 years old, he began to ask 
questions about the whereabouts of 
his father and she would tell him that 
his father had travelled. One day, Abdou 
Salam told her that when people’s 
fathers travelled, they usually called 
but his father had never called him. 
She said she told him it was because there were no 
telephones where his father was. She confided that her 
son making such statements made her cry. She said that 
her son’s mind was constantly on his father and he kept 
asking questions about him. When he went out to play, 
sometimes the kids would tease him about his father not 
being around. 

She also explained that one day when Abdou Salam was 
in the 5th grade, he came home from school not looking 
his usual self. When she asked what the matter was, he 
said he was thinking about the people in Mile 2 Prison 
and if they usually have any food to eat. When she probed 
him further, he replied that he was reading a newspaper 
and saw it written that his father was in Mile 2 Prison. 
Her son began to cry and that disturbed her a lot. 

When asked how old her son was he at that point, 
Isatou Kanyi, wiping tears from her eyes with a tissue 
paper, replied that at the time he was 10 years old and 
confirmed they still had not seen or heard from Kanyiba 
Kanyi since he was arrested from their house and 
completely disappeared from the face of the earth. When 
asked if she knew whether Kanyiba Kanyi was alive or 
dead, the witness replied that sometimes she thinks he 
is not alive anymore. However, they she doubts whether 
one’s relative could be disappeared for years and they 
would be unable to find them or even find someone who 
says they have seen them. The witness was asked how 

105An administrative capital of Central River Region of Gambia now called Jangjangbureh. It has a prison that shares 
the same name as the town.
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time but helped whenever he could, and continued 
after he got a job. When her son enrolled in school, 
she was responsible for all his school needs, with 
the help of her younger brother Lamin Kanyi. Now, her 
son’s school was further away and fares and lunch 
money is more expensive, but she is trying to see to 
it that his future is better. 

The Counsel concluded the questioning by thanking 
the witness for her testimony and for the courage to 
relive her very difficult experience. She prayed that 
the witness find closure and the answers she was 
looking for through the Commission’s investigation.

The Chair thanked Counsel and the witness and said 
that 13 years of suffering was very painful and they 
share the witness’ pain. He then opened up the floor 
for the Commissioners to ask questions. Bishop 
Odico reminded the witness of her testimony that her 
husband was arrested by the NIA in her presence. He 
asked how she felt when the government announced 
that her husband went the back way. 

The witness responded the day 
Yahya Jammeh made that statement 
was the day she believed that her 
husband was no longer alive. 
She reasoned that Yahya Jammeh had a hand in all 
the arrests that were taking place, so if he said he 
had not seen her husband, it was because he had 
disappeared him and was trying to avoid responsibility.

Commissioner Kinteh asked the witness if she 
thought her son not seeing his father would hinder 
his education. The witness replied that the situation 
has caused some problems for her son especially 
since he sees his peers with their fathers, but she 
was thankful that it did not seem to have affected 
his education. They are trying to keep it that way with 
the help of his uncles albeit with some difficulties. 
After that, the Chair invited the witness to make any 
concluding remarks. 

Isatou Kanyi thanked everyone who took part in 
the struggle to remove the brutal government. She 
explained that there was a time that she did not have 

to warrant being killed, nor had anyone confessed to 
killing him or seeing his dead body. She was still in limbo 
without closure. 

She explained that when it became clear to them that he 
was nowhere to be found, the family agreed to pray for him 
as Islam dictated, even though they did not know when 
he died, who his killers were, or where he was buried. 
Holding back tears, Isatou Kanyi said that on the day of 
the prayer when Gambia Radio and Television Services, 
GRTS, were conducting interviews, her son heard the 
discussions. He cried a lot that day which disturbed the 
entire family. 

The Counsel expressed her sympathy to the witness 
that she had to go through such a difficult experience. 
She added that it is clearly established that the NIA are 
responsible for her husband’s enforced disappearance 
because they came to her house, arrested him and 
he was in their custody. She then asked the witness 
whom she held ultimately responsible for her husband’s 
disappearance. The witness responded that she would 
point to Yahya Jammeh - all these wicked deeds that 
happened and those that carried them out all were under 
his authority. Therefore, she would say that he killed her 
husband. She concurred with the Counsel when it was 
put to her that the authorities, especially the NIA who 
yielded so much power and authority in their society, 
would not have been able to do those things without the 
backing of Yahya Jammeh.

The Counsel moved on to ask the witness about the 
financial impact that this has had on her without a 
husband and her child without a father. The witness 
told the Commission that thinking about her husband 
had led to her developing chest problems in addition to 
other problems for the family. The witness testified tht 
Kanyiba Kanyi’s arrest led to his father’s, and ultimately 
his immediate siblings, death. She added that at this 
present time, her mother-in-law and her father are also 
unwell. Isatou Kanyi further told the Commission that 
when her son remembers his father he cries. Accordingly 
she tries by all means to take care of his needs, even if 
it causes her hardship.  

She said that for two years after Kanyiba Kanyi’s arrest, 
his late brother was providing for the family but later 
moved to Brikama. Wandifa Kanyi was unemployed at that 
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the courage to stand at her gate to make a call and nobody 
dared mention Kanyiba Kanyi’s name. Since those times, 
she said, they are thankful and grateful to be able to say 
his name. She said that though it was painful to testify, 
she was happy because people were saying that since 
remarrying she had essentially forgotten about Kanyiba 
Kanyi’s issue. She said the gossip became so negative 
that going to gatherings, even funerals, was very difficult, 
but she was handing over their issues to the Almighty 
Allah. She added that there was not anything in this world 
that was dearer to her than Kanyiba Kanyi.

She appealed to anybody that has gone through this kind 
of pain to seek the truth so that this would not reoccur 
in this country. She expressed her gratitude to the Chair 
and Commissioners. 

Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Enforced disappearance 

Yahya Jammeh

Arbitrary arrest

Camara (first name not given) 
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Lamin Fatty, a news reporter was arrested and tortured in 2006 by the National Intelligence Agency
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Counsel Singhateh interjected and asked Ebrima 
Barrow how he was feeling at the moment of his 
arrest. The witness explained that he was shocked 
because he had never been in trouble with the law 
nor had any confrontation with people who carried 
guns. His family, he added, was devastated. His wife 
and children witnessed his arrest, and the day before 
there was a ngenteh106 at his compound so they were 
all really happy during the day. According to what his 
wife told him, after his arrest everybody was crying, 
even his neighbours.

The witness then moved on to describe his thought 
process in the pick-up truck on the way to the NIA. He 
told the Commission he was restrained between two 
soldiers and when he moved they would say to him 
“Stop this. Stop turning your head around.” 

He was terrified and kept thinking 
they were going to kill him around 
the beach and dump him there. 
Once they arrived at the NIA, Ebrima Barrow was 
taken straight to the interrogation section and put 
into a cell. The soldiers then forced him to undress 
until he was only in his underwear. Counsel Singhateh 
asked the witness if his details were collected and if 
he was informed of what he was being arrested for 
upon his arrival. The witness responded no to both of 
those questions, adding that he was not aware of the 
circumstances of his arrest until the next day.

On Friday June 23rd, 2000, at 8pm then senior 
investigator, Sukuta Jammeh, came and took the 
witness from his cell to a big room in the back of 
the complex. That room contained a panel of 12 
interrogators. The witness recalled, Tijan Bah, Edrisa 
Jobe (alias Alagie Morr), Ousman Jallow and Ousman 
Sowe all being a part of the panel, which he said was 
led by Beram Jobe. The witness was sat in front of 
them all, and it was in that moment he was finally 
made privy to the crime he was being accused of 
committing. 

Beram Jobe accused the witness and his friends of 
planning to overthrow the government headed by 

WITNESS NAME: Ebrima BARROW

TRRC HEARING Date (S): 28th October 2020

EVENT (S) DISCUSSED: The witness’ unlawful arrest, 
torture and detention at the NIA, his detention at Mile 
2 Prison, the trial (s) that occurred; his release, his 
relocation to the US, impact on him and his family

POSITION BEFORE THE EVENT (S): Businessman 
(salesman)

ROLE DURING THE EVENT (S):  Accused of being a coup 
conspirator

POSITION AT THE TIME OF TESTIMONY: Not mentioned

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY:

[Testimony given via Skype]

Ebrima Barrow began his testimony by telling the 
Commission that after he graduated from Gambia High 
School, he traveled to Nigeria, England, and Italy to 
complete his studies. He then returned to Gambia and 
started working as a salesman, dealing with importing 
rice, sugar, vegetable oil, and tomato paste. He was 
working in this profession during the time of his arrest.

On June 22nd, 2000 the witness and his wife awoke to 
a noise at their door. When he went to investigate, he 
found masked people covered head to toe in black and 
holding weapons. They took him by the hand and told 
him “come and follow us.” The soldiers would only tell 
him that they were taking him to Banjul. When his wife 
inquired further, the witness recounted that they pushed 
her back into the house and refused to answer. 

106Naming ceremony or baptism in Wolof. 
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enemy of the state but as their own personal enemy. 
Counsel Singhateh began listing the names of the 
panelists including Beram Jobe, Tijan Bah, Foday 
Barry, Baba Saho, Ousman Jallow, Ousman Sowe, 
Sukuta Jammeh, and Salamina Drammeh107 and 
asked the witness to confirm if any of the people 
she listed did anything to intervene. The witness 
confirmed that none of did anything to help him when 
Alagie Morr was beating him. 

After Alagie Morr finished his assault, 
the witness continued, his teeth 
were broken, his nose was bleeding, 
and his eyes were full of tears. While 
he was lying on the floor, completely 
drained of energy, cigarettes were 
used to burn his buttocks. 
Sukuta Jammeh then took him back to his cell. 

The witness testified that on that day he was in the 
interrogation room from 8 pm until around 11.30 pm. 
Counsel Singhateh asked if during that time anything 
other than the beating happened. The witness 
responded: “No, I could not do anything. I was at their 
mercy. Even if they wanted to kill me, they could have 
done it long time. I couldn’t do anything on my own, 
I couldn’t say anything, so I just kept…like a broken 
man.” Furthermore, the witness explained that he 
was extremely surprised at the accusations levied 
against him because he had never been a part of any 
police, security, or military operation. 

Moving on, Ebrima Barrow explained that before he 
was put into his cell Sukuta Jammeh allowed him to 
wash his face. The witness remembered spitting out 
his broken teeth and putting them into his pocket 
as he was placed into his cell. When asked if he 
had ever received any kind of medical attention, the 
witness stressed “nothing, nothing, nothing. Nobody 
even… they were not even interested to know how 
my condition is.” He said he was not provided any 
food until the second day of his detention, and 
even that food made him sick to his stomach. The 
witness recalled knocking on his cell door until his 

Yahya Jammeh. The witness remembered being shocked 
because he did not know anything about that. Beram 
Jobe then ordered Alagie Morr to “come and deal with 
him”. 

Alagie Morr then came up behind the 
witness, pulled him from his seat, 
threw his chair to the side, and started 
beating him and kicking the witness 
with his boots. 
The witness described Alagie Morr as being “a mighty, 
mighty man” and “very heavy set”. He added that if it had 
been any other scenario, he would not have been afraid 
and would have done his best to fight back, but since the 
room was filled with weapons he could not resist. 

In response to a question from Counsel Singhateh, the 
witness revealed that his clothes were on when he first 
arrived at the interrogation room, but as Alagie Morr was 
assaulting him, he also ordered him to take them off. 

When Ebrima Barrow refused to 
undress, Alagie Morr forcibly ripped 
his clothes off and the witness was 
left completely naked in front of the 
whole interrogation panel. He further 
testified that Alagie Morr then grabbed 
him by his genitals and pulled him 
around to humiliate him. 
Ebrima Barrow expressed particular frustration about 
this incident. Referring to Gambian cultural norms he 
explained that “a little boy cannot do anything bad to an 
elderly person, we are not brought up in that environment.” 
He went on the inform the Commission that he knew 
Alagie Morr’s father and for a young man like Alagie 
Morr to take his fist and beat him up was extremely 
unacceptable to him.

When asked if the other panellists did anything to stop 
Alagie Morr’s assault, Ebrima Barrow answered in the 
negative. He felt they saw him as an enemy, not just an 

107This list is slightly different than the one above. Edrisa Jobe is mentioned in the first and not the second. Baba 
Saho, Sukuta Jammeh and Salamina Drammeh are mentioned in the second not the first.



|114

de-cadet of Yahya Jammeh at the time, and former 
Lieutenant Omar Darboe. The witness reiterated he 
was just a civilian and did not know those people, yet 
the NIA wanted him to implicate the aforementioned 
soldiers and himself as part of a coup against Yahya 
Jammeh’s regime. 

After Alagie Morr was done with him that night, 
Sukuta Jammeh took Ebrima Barrow back to his cell. 
The next day however, he was taken out of his cell 
and beaten by Alagie Morr once again. The witness 
explained that they did not provide him with food 
during the day - he would only be given a small meal 
between 5 and 6 pm. However, the following day - the 
fourth day of his detainment - he was given food to 
eat at 8 am and was taken to the investigations room 
instead of the interrogation room. 

In that room there was an officer’s desk and a metal 
box in the corner. The witness was made to sit down 
facing the officer with his back towards the box. The 
officer began asking the witness personal information 
such as his name and his age. Afterwards, the officer 
made the witness remove his shirt and a man came 
into the room. The witness recalled only catching a 
glimpse of him out of the corner of his eye. While 
the officer was asking questions, the man picked 
up a cable and touched the witness’ shoulder with 
it. The witness remembered not understanding why 
he instantly fell to the ground and became partially 
unconscious. 

By the time he woke up, he continued, the man was 
gone. The witness stated he later came to understand 
the machine they used was torture by electricity. 
Counsel Singhateh asked the witness to describe 
the type of pain he felt after being electrocuted. 

Ebrima Barrow explained that 
everything from his toes up to his 
head felt all mixed up. It was much 
heavier than any blow he had 
received before. After he collapsed 
from the electrocution, he remained 
in that state from 8 am until 11 am.

arms got tired for them to let him use the restroom. They 
eventually took him to an extremely filthy restroom where 
he began vomiting up a black substance. He told the 
Commission he was afraid that that the food may have 
been poisoned because the benachin108 he was given did 
not look normal. 

The second night of the witness’ detention included 
another interrogation session. He was taken before the 
panel where Alagie Morr forced him to strip and tortured 
him again. The witness described how he was spun 
around and his legs kicked out from under him. 

When he fell Alagie Morr would kick 
him on his buttocks before picking 
him back up and doing it over and over 
again. Alagie Morr also grabbed the 
witness’ genitalia and taunted him in 
front of the panellists who, according 
to the witness, were watching with 
smiles on their faces. 
Ebrima Barrow confirmed that the panellists were the 
same people as before, with the addition of Abdouile 
Kujabi. When asked why he believed the 12 panellists in 
the interrogation room were smiling while he was being 
tortured, he responded “because they are evil people, 
evil people. The Qur’an says evil people enjoy evil things.” 
The witness raged to the Commission for a moment 
about how it was wrong for them to accuse him of a 
treasonable felony and not let the justice system come 
into action. Instead, they took him and began beating 
him without mercy. No one tried to stop it or help him. 
In response to a question from Counsel Singhateh, the 
witness explained Alagie Morr was the NIA’s “bully boy”. 
According to the witness, Alagie Morr was a deportee 
from Europe that the NIA took, recycled into the system, 
and taught to torture. 

Counsel Singhateh asked if the witness could tell the 
Commission, why he believed the NIA was torturing him 
and holding him captive. The witness explained that they 
wanted him to corroborate their story that he was working 
with former Lieutenant Lalo Jaiteh, who was the Aide-

108A West African dish consisting of rice cooked in tomatoes and spices sometimes topped with fish and 
vegetables. Also known as jollof rice. 
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he could not recall but who he described as a small, 
fair skinned lady, and some officers told him “okay, 
we are taking you to Mile 2.” The witness reiterated 
that he had never been charged with an offence at 
the NIA. Instead he was just taken in front of the 
Magistrate after his detention and arraigned. 

No charges were ever mentioned to 
him personally, nor was he allowed 
any sort of legal counsel. 
Furthermore, the witness added, he was not even 
allowed to see his wife during his month-long 
detention at the NIA. He described how one day when 
he was in his cell he saw his sister‘s husband ask 
to see him to no avail. Apparently, the gatekeepers 
told him “Ebrima Barrow is not here.” His sister’s 
husband came back three times and each time they 
told him the same thing. Someone later told him that 
his wife also tried to visit, but she was also denied. 

The witness agreed with the 
Counsel’s assessment that they 
were concealing him from his family 
and the public.
After his trip to the Kanifing courthouse Ebrima Barrow 
was taken to Mile 2 Prison and placed in security wing 
five with the other political prisoners who he named 
as  Momodou Ousman Saho, Dumo Saho, Ebrima 
Yabo and Momodou Marenah. The five of them, 
including the witness, were the only civilians and had 
all also been taken from NIA Headquarters to the 
courthouse in Kanifing. The witness confirmed that 
they were also accused of wanting to overthrow the 
government. He reiterated that he was not charged, 
there were only rumours floating around about “coup 
d’état people,” but neither he nor the other men he 
was with were ever given any paper formalising the 
charges. The witness further explained they were 
kept in complete incommunicado for six months, 
from June until 19th December.

After he regained consciousness, the witness was made 
to put his shirt back on and taken back to his cell. The 
witness described his cell as a big room containing two 
cells with a main entrance to access the area. There 
was no mattress or bedding of any sort. The cell also 
contained a huge box filled with bloody clothes.  When 
he found the box of clothes, the first thing that came 
to his mind was that it was collected from people who 
had been tortured. The witness remembered thinking to 
himself that he was not in a good place, and that he 
could be tortured to death and they would dump his body 
somewhere and keep his clothes in that box.

Sticking to the conditions of his detainment, Ebrima 
Barrow informed the Commission that the place was very 
hot and filled with mosquitoes. They never provided him 
with any sort of mosquito net or repellent. He recalled 
seeing one of the higher ups come around with a packet of 
money and distribute it to the officers and investigators. 
He described it as a game and said it seemed they were 
enjoying it. Counsel Singhateh asked if the witness 
believed the money being given was a reward for their 
inhuman acts, and the witness answered yes, evil people 
were conniving and getting their reward.

In response to a question from Counsel Singhateh, the 
witness said he was not sure of the first name of the 
director general of the NIA at the time, but his last name 
was Ceesay and he was from Brikama. He believed the 
deputy director to be Kebba Ceesay. When asked if it 
might have been Foday Barr he replied he was not sure. 
Moving on, the witness said there were no more incidents 
of torture aside from the four he had already described. 
He stated that their procedure was to leave people who 
were injured badly in their cells to heal. The witness 
informed the Commission he was in his cell for one 
month. He recounted feeling pain throughout his entire 
body as he had never been beaten like that in his life. 

After one month in his cell, Ebrima Barrow continued, 
he was taken to Kanifing courthouse at around 5 pm on 
a Friday evening, which he noted was after the normal 
Friday working hours. The witness stated he was never 
even taken into a formal courtroom. Instead, he was sat 
down in the hallway where the Magistrate, whose name 
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Counsel Singhateh inquired if at any time during his 
stay at Mile 2 Prison the witness was ever taken 
back to the NIA.   The witness began narrating how 
early on the morning of 2nd November 2000, security 
officers, accompanied by an Italian man named 
Francisco Casio109 and Musa Jammeh, also known 
as Maliamoogoo110, came to Mile 2 prison and told 
then Director David Colley111 that they would like 
to see the witness. He was taken to the office of 
Assistant Director of Mile 2 Lamin Jarra and asked 
if he knew Lieutenant Omar Darboe and Lieutenant 
Lalo Jaiteh112. They apparently told him “if you say 
yes, it is going to benefit you”. He was then returned 
to his cell.  

Later, Salamina Drammeh, Francisco Casio and two 
others with the surnames Bah and Jallow took the 
witness to  Salamina Drammeh’s office at the NIA. 
The witness recalled Salamina Drammeh telling him 
that they knew he was suffering in Mile 2 Prison and 
his family on the outside was also going through hard 
times, “so, you better accept what we are going to 
propose to you. If you accept that, it is going to be 
great for your future.” When the witness asked what 
he was being urged to accept, they continued to push 
him to accept their offer apparently without telling 
him. He claimed Francisco Casio implied that he 
would be quickly released and given a cash payment.  

In response to questions from 
Counsel Singhateh, the witness 
revealed that they were offering to 
pay him to falsely implicate Lalo 
Jaiteh and Omar Darboe. 
Ebrima Barrow told the Commission they tried to 
sway him with roasted chicken with potato chips. He 
ate the food, but rejected their proposal. Afterwards 
Salamina Drammeh called him foolish for refusing to 
falsely implicate Lalo Jaiteh and Omar Darboe and 
insulted him. They took him to the back of the NIA 
and put him in a cell. He was sure they were going 
to kill him, so he decided to dedicate that entire 

The witness then asserted that his detention at Mile 
2 Prison was significantly different from his experience 
at the NIA by comparing it to moving from a locally 
based hotel to a five-star hotel. At Mile 2  Prison they 
could wash themselves every morning and were given 
breakfast, lunch, and dinner. They had access to food and 
medication. Through a nurse named Bakary Sanneh, the 
witness was finally able to get some ibuprofen for pain 
relief. In response to questions from Counsel Singhateh, 
the witness stressed that no one ever tortured him at 
Mile 2 and instead he felt everybody respected him, 
including the prison warden and the prison police. He 
witness enumerated that his stay at Mile 2 was 1000% 
better than the conditions he endured at NIA.

On 19th December, Ebrima Barry recounted, he and the 
other prisoners were taken from Mile 2 prison by army 
officers known as the Red Berets, put into a truck with 
a number of other security personnel, and taken to the 
High Court under Justice Grante. It was there the witness 
saw Francis Akomai Ajeem, then Director of Public 
Prosecutions, DPP. 

The witness was then formally charged with planning to 
overthrow the government alongside Dumo Saho, Ebrima 
Yabo, Momodou Marenah, and two army personnel. 
According to the witness, he was accused of being the 
“number one accused.” He said he was represented in 
court by Mai Fatty. The witness recalled being relieved 
when Mai Fatty came to visit him in prison because he 
knew the case very well. Mai Fatty told him that he was 
going to introduce a ‘trial within a trial’ because the 
witness was tortured and because he was being accused 
of a felony that carried the death penalty. 

Ebrima Barrow told the Commission the case against him 
eventually failed because they could not prove any of the 
allegations. The witness explained that of the accused, 
he was the only person given a chance to speak and 
it was his story that broke the backbone of the case. 
The witness remembered the judge telling the DDP “Sir, 
you haven’t brought any tangible evidence whatsoever … 
the inmates are suffering also with their family members 
outside.” 

109Francisco Casio (also reported as Caso) has been accused by other witnesses before the TRRC of training and acquiring young girls for Yahya Jammeh’s secret 
death squad the Junglers. See TRRC Digest Edition 6, pages 113 – 127. Also see The Trumpet, Jammeh’s Ex-Bodyguard Francesco Caso: An Italian Solider, Scout or 
Imposter?
110Musa “Maliamoogoo” Jammeh was an officer in the Gambia National Army and a bodyguard for Yahya Jammeh. He has been accused of multiple acts of arbitrary 
arrest, torture, kidnapping, and extrajudicial killing. He died in 2007.
111See TRRC Digest Editions 13 & 14 pages 175 -189 and TRRC Digest Edition 15 pages 9-30.
112See TRRC Digest Edition 8, pages 101 – 109.

https://trumpet.gm/2020/08/26/jammehs-ex-bodyguard-francesco-caso-an-italian-soldier-scout-or-imposter/
https://trumpet.gm/2020/08/26/jammehs-ex-bodyguard-francesco-caso-an-italian-soldier-scout-or-imposter/
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after he was released, he was rearrested. After he 
was bailed out, his lawyer Mai Fatty and other trusted 
people in his life advised him to leave. They told him 
they did not believe the re-arrest was accidental and 
people were after him. He also felt his life was in 
danger, so he left, and he thanked God for making 
it possible for him to take his wife and six children 
with him to America to rebuild their lives. Counsel 
Singhateh thus finished her questioning and turned 
the witness over to the Chair. 

The Chair shared that he found the 
fact that there was a mosque on the 
NIA grounds to be puzzling, saying 
that torturers torturing, coming back 
and praying, and going back again 
to torture was quite extraordinary.
Commissioner Kinteh asked Ebrima Barrow if he could 
provide any further details about Francisco Casio. 
The witness revealed that he knew Francisco Casio 
from before his detention. He stated they met when 
he had been able to read a sign in Italian outside 
a restaurant owned by Francisco Casio. During his 
second detention at the NIA he said, Francisco Casio 
would visit the witness in his cell and once confessed 
that he was responsible for training some of the NIA 
agents to be Junglers. 

The witness began his closing remarks by thanking 
the Commission for the work they were doing in trying 
to keep The Gambia together and Gambians safe. He 
then went to explain that he has known many great 
people during his time in The Gambia, many of whom 
have disappeared, but he believes great people 
are still there. He urged Gambians to forget their 
differences and work as one, so that what happened 
to him will never happen again. He became emotional 
and finished his remarks by advocating for people to 
forgive but to never allow it to happen again.

night to prayer. The witness remained in the cell from 
2nd November until 5th or 6th December. He explained 
that the conditions were completely different from his 
first detention at the NIA. He did not share his cell with 
anyone, but there were people in cells near him including 
a senior member of the United Democratic Party, UDP, 
Shyingle Nyassi, as well as two sisters named Fatou Jawo 
and Isatou Jawo.  The witness recalled the two sisters 
were tortured horribly. He said he never saw the torture 
with his own eyes, but he could tell by their appearance 
afterwards. 

The witness then began retelling the dubious acts he 
became privy to during his second detention. He claimed 
that NIA operatives would lock up civilians exchanging 
foreign currency on Fridays and threatening to keep them 
over the weekend if they did not pay. He also alleged NIA 
operatives would confiscate smuggled cars from Gambia 
Ports Authority, GPA and trade them amongst themselves, 
paying 5,000 dalasi for cars that were valued at 250,000 
dalasi113. 

After a month-long detention at the NIA, the witness 
continued, he was finally returned to Mile 2 Prison. When 
asked if he could recall any human rights violations that 
happened during his stay at Mile 2 Prison he claimed 
he was given information from the prison warden that 
several prisoners including Kawsu Gibba, Sareh Bojo, 
and Colley Jaiju were taken from their cells and killed. He 
told the Commission he was imprisoned at Mile 2 Prison 
for 4 years 1 month and 1 week. He appeared before the 
High Court 65 times and was acquitted of the charges 
against him on his 66th visit.

Counsel Singhateh then asked Ebrima Barrow to tell the 
Commission the impact of his detention on him and his 
family. The witness explained he had been a free man all 
his life and had been blessed to travel all over the world, 
so for him to be unjustly arrested in his own country was 
terrible. It was awful for his wife and family too. They were 
left all alone, and now he feels blessed to have been able 
to relocate to America and provide them with a better life. 

When asked if there was any particular reason he felt the 
need to leave The Gambia after his release, the witness 
answered that he feared for his life. In 2004, a few days 

113In 2000, 5,000 dalasi was 391 USD and 250,000 dalasi was 27,370 USD.
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Persons Mentioned By Witness During Testimony:

Unlawful interrogation and being present during torture 
(of Ebrima Barrow in 2000)

Beram Jobe, Tijan Bah, Edrisa Jobe (alias Alagie Morr), 
Ousman Jallow, Ousman Sowe, Baba Saho, Sukuta 
Jammeh, Salamina Drammeh, and Abdoulie Kujabi

Torture

Edrisa Jobe (alias Alagie Morr), Beram Jobe

Sexual assault

Edrisa Jobe (alias Alagie Morr)

Conspiracy to provide false evidence

Salamina Drammeh, Francisco Casio, Bah (first name not 
given) Bah, Jallow (first name not given)
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About ANEKED
Led by women African human rights activists, the African 
Network against Extrajudicial Killings and Enforced 
Disappearances (ANEKED) campaigns against forced 
disappearances and summary executions. ANEKED 
combines the power of technology, innovation, traditional 
media and legal expertise to make issues related to 
enforced disappearances and extrajudicial killings much 
more visible, advocating for justice for victims and their 
families. 

www.aneked.org
   @theANEKED

About The Point Newspaper
The Point Newspaper is a major independent Gambian 
newspaper, co-founded by Deyda Hydara, a fierce 
advocate of press freedom and a fierce critic of the 
government of then President Yahya Jammeh, who was 
allegedly killed under the orders of Jammeh in 2004. The 
current co-publisher is his son, Baba Hydara. 

www.thepoint.gm
   @ThePointNewspaper
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