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Abstract

Crime is rapidly growing and evolving around the world. This phenomenon has been attracting the
interest of different fields of studies. Also, in forensic linguistics, studies are being done and
developed from time to time in exposing criminals. This study focuses on bribery, sexual misconduct,
and murder cases. The research has been prompted because no studies have been done, and there
is no practice and experience of the implementation of forensic linguistic skills in the courts and
police stations. Therefore, the study has designed the following research questions. These are (1)
what are the linguistic features attested in bribery cases? (2) What are distinctive linguistic features
verified in the language of murder cases? (3) What are the linguistic features ascribed in the
language of sexual crime cases? (4) How do direct and cross-examination questions play a role in
courtroom investigations? And (5) what are the linguistic tools and procedures used to detect
language threats in courtrooms? The study carried out recording and observation tools and
explanatory and exploratory designs, and the data is analyzed qualitatively. Then, the study has
identified linguistic cues of bribery, murder, and sexual misconduct cases. These include avoiding
liabilities, contradictions, use of the pronoun, social introduction, change in reference, temporal
lacuna, passive voice, false supportive evidence, and fabricated time or date. Besides, the study
has identified features of cross-examination and direct-examination questions and answers of
recorded and unrecorded themes. On the one hand, direct-examination questions and unrecorded
themes have been used to meet the demands of the person who is called to testify. On the other
hand, cross-examination questions are used to test the truth about events and to impose one-sided
intentions and win the case. Competitions on both sides focus on winning the case, and at the time
of direct examination question, some witnesses are forced to speak more than they know. On the
contrary, the opposing side uses a cross-examination to terminate testimony has been given by the
witness. To do this, the prosecutor/attorney has used different types of questions, such as

declarative, tag, modal verb, and projection questions.
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Chapter One

Introduction
1.1. Background of the Study

In any human subject, there are social norms or laws because man’s
unlimited curiosity and desire, in the context of limited resources, needs to be
somehow manage to make social life possible. As man evolves so did his
curiosity and desires, which leads to increased violations of rules and laws.
This in turn dictates the need for more comprehensive response to increasing
violations of rules and regulations. This process has contributed a lot to our

understanding of the causes of crime and societies’ responses to it.

Crime, most generically, is the action in breach of state rules. Most strictly,
crime is the action of disobeying criminal law as it applies at a particular
time and place (Roach and Pease 2013:1). From sociological perspective
crime is considered as social problem and the most fundamental of this
concern is the problem of social order, this means that, understanding social
action, locating social practices and cultures within changing structural social
processes. In sociologists’ inquiry, the fundamental question is what causes a
crime? And what can be done to prevent it? These questions reflect the need
for sociological investigation (Stephen Hester and Peter Eglin, 1992:3). From
the psychoanalytical point of view, Toch (1979) stated that crime is the result

of Id behaviour that is individual’s inability to control impulsive and pleasure



seeking. Anthropologist’'s view of the crime is that it results from
environment in which one is living and social in one which is born (Ferri

1968: 71-72).

Whereas Burke (2009:63-68) tries to explain the causes of crimes taking the
positivists approaches to the human criminal behaviours, which consist of
biological, psychological and sociological positivism. Biological positivism
deals with the evolution of human biology and it tries to explain human
behaviours from biological perspectives. According to this approach, humans
are like other primates in whom there is an internal force in the biological
constitution that makes man an offender. Psychological positivists claim that,
a behaviour often associated with crimes is the result of dysfunctional,
abnormal emotional adjustment or deviant personality traits formed in early
socialisation and childhood development. As a result of these factors
individuals become criminals (Burke 2009:108). According to social
positivists approach, all choices have restrictions (i.e., humans do not enjoy
their free-will)--restrictions to access to resources, education, skill, training,
membership of ethnic group, gender deference, accesses of materials etc. and,
according to this approach, crime is socially constructed. Social factors that
are external to the individual human being place significant constraints on

his choice of action (Burke 2009:141).



Conceivably, behaviour prone to crime appears to result from the interaction
between biological, psychological and societal elements. Duntley and
Shackelford (2008: 373) note that Darwin’s natural selection theory unites
social scientists with biologists and psychologists because in the processes of
natural selection, human criminal behaviours and the influence of
environment played a significant role. In criminology, criminal behaviours
are considered as resulting from the environmental, from especially social

environmental factors (Walsh and Ellis, 2003: 1).

As can be seen in the above, different fields of study have looked at crime
from different perspectives and have established the nature and sources of
the crime in terms of the scientific approaches that follow. Thus, in this
study, crime is seen physical and psychological harm to persons in violation
of the rules set out, and psychological, cultural, and social interactions are

the triggering factors why people become criminals.

Regardless of what causes a certain crime, many studies (e.g., Hart, 1961:92)
have shown that throughout human history, societies have been using various
social rules in response to violations of what is deemed to be rules in the
form of norms or laws. Currently, it is difficult to imagine a society existing
intact without some form of social structure or legislature or officials of some
kind. As indicated above, with the advancement of man, the nature and
number of violations of rules have also increased, which in turn, has resulted

in the diversification of approaches to crime investigation.



Over the years, various disciplines dealing with crime-related issues have
emerged as a result of the need for multidisciplinary approach to crime
investigations. These disciplines include: forensic pathology, forensic
psychology, forensic linguistics, criminology, and related areas dealing with

law enforcement, and other legal matters.

Forensic Linguistics, being one of the disciplines that deal with crime-
investigation, applies linguistic knowledge in the analysis of legal matters
(Danielewicz-betz, 2012:94). Forensic linguistic researchers joined the field
of crime investigations a few decades ago. The domains where forensic
linguistics is used include: voice identification, authorship attribution, trade
mark disputes, sexual misconduct, defamation, murder solicitation, bribery

and discrepancy in police interrogations text etc.

Gradual development in legal studies has changed the structure and concept
from simple to complex. Even legal theories do not clearly define the terms
used by legislators, judges, lawyers etc. Legal system is not a technical legal
term (Raz, 1971:793). It appears occasionally in courts or in legal arguments
and is used in the day- to- day administration of the law. Hart (1961:101)
defined legal system as system of rules. Similarly in this study, the term legal
system is used to the laws and the ways Ethiopians use in the police stations

and courts etc.



In Ethiopia, although the first Police Station was established in 1901 (Pawlos,
1984), and a modern legal system was introduced in 1908. Earlier, all
Ethiopian justice administration had peculiar features; it was led by
spokesman of the king. The spokesman had full power second to the king, this
is stated in the writings of (Mahteme Silassie, 1962:68)' "Before 1908, final
judgments to all cases had been decided by the spokesman of the king except
causes of death sentence”. In later year; in order to reduce burden on the
spokesman, Emperor Minillik II set up six departments and assigned twelve

chairs dealing with legal matters.

In the 1942 proclamation, the ranks of police officers ranged from
commissioner to constable and the sector was structured with several
investigation departments, such as murder, theft etc. cases investigation.
Forensic investigations started in 1962 E.C during the reign of Emperor
Hailesilassie 1. At this time, Ethiopian police officers worked in collaboration
with a few Americans and other foreigners, and the investigation centre was
called ?abba: dina: "Abbaa Diinaa".? The centre particularly had been working

on finger print, and forgeries.

Thé. IO 990 DALY E AL WIS e (LPLRYCC (LT L1 N70la- A“7L:
Ol Nonme PoLeMd REST ALT Lo NFo7 Comd A 405 o077 GCL M5S0
mPde LA 1C::

?AbbaaDiinaa in Afan-Oromo — meaning the father of enemy who finds out guilty



After the down fall of Emperor Hailesilassie I, in 1974, the military
government, the Dergue, took power and a "modern" forensic investigation
centre was established in 1978-80. The Government launched three
investigation centres in the country: one in Asmara (which is now the capital
of Eritrea), another in Addis Ababa (capital of Ethiopia) and the third in
Harar (a city in Eastern Ethiopia). These centres were working on finger print

and body detection.

Following Eritrea’s independence in 1993, the Forensic Investigation Centre
in Asmera effectively ceased to be administered by the Ethiopian government.
The one in Harar also stopped providing forensic services in the same year.
Left with the remaining investigation centre in Addis Ababa, the current
Government of Ethiopian established ten new investigation centres in various
parts of the country. One of these centres, perhaps the biggest one, is the
Addis Ababa Centre of Federal Forensic Directorate, which has seven
departments. Among these are Document Investigation and Cybercrime
Departments which are highly linked with language related investigation
works. The main activities of these departments are; speakers’ voice
identification and recognition, and authorship identification (identifying or
recognizing suspected soft and hardcopy texts, and copied signatures). The
shortages of advanced technologies and skilled man power in the fields of

voice identification and authorship identification have been major obstacle.



1.2. Statement of the Problem

This sub-section describes the research problem which this study aims to
tackle. It presents the rationale for conducting a research on the "forensic
analysis of suspect and witnesses expressions". A comprehensive review of
related literature shows that there is no previous work on issue of forensic
linguistics in the Ethiopian context. The very few related works (e.g. Derb
2015: Gessesse 2012: and Addisu 2010) focus on the analysis of legal
discourses and professional jargons. Derb (2015), for example, did his PhD
dissertation on the discourse of court-room interaction in the north Gonder
High Court. This work focuses on power relations between courtroom
participants and communication difficulties encountered by participants,
discourse strategies used by courtroom participants and the function of
questions raised by lawyers and their impact on witnesses. Gessesse’s (2012)
work is on language use in the criminal justice process in a lower court in the

Raya-Alamata Woreda of former Tigray region.

Gessesse’s study discusses about challenges of language use in court-rooms
between lawyers, suspects and witnesses. According to Gessesse’s work, code
mixing, code switching, using professional jargons and mother tongue
interferences are barriers of interactions in courtrooms. In addition, the study
analysed police officers’ interrogations and the role of speech acts. Addisu’s
(2010) study focuses on analysing different court judgments in the Amhara

Regional State using semantics-pragmatics as the basis of his interpretation.



These researchers have not fully used linguistics knowledge in a legal system

and applying such knowledge remains an untested area of research.

Suspect's statements and witness’s testimony are important pieces of evidence
to free or charge a suspect. It is thought by some that their written and oral
expressions are a result of certain patterns of thinking primarily expressed
through language, verbally or non-verbally. Investigating the truth-value of
suspect’s statements using linguistic analysis has not been a common practice

in the Ethiopian legal system.

In the modern world, crimes are committed in an increasingly illusive and
covert ways. Sometimes, the usual approaches to crime identification may
not be adequate to identify relevant facts relating to crime, suggesting the
need to explore new perspectives in crime and criminal identification. Using
linguistic analysis has been proven to be an essential tool to analyse verbal as
well as written documents of a suspected author. Shuy (2014:53) discussed
that, often, when people talk or write, they leak evidence of their mental
status in the topics they introduce, including their idiolect, sociolinguistic

profiles, education background etc.

During data collection, the researcher remarked that police officers and
lawyers do not have advanced linguistic knowledge because in Ethiopia

police officers and lawyers do not take supportive linguistics courses. Police



officers take short-term language training relating to how to get responses for
the simmintu work’awark’ t’ijjak’ewotf?, which means the eights golden
questions. Lawyers take Basic English courses as part of required training
curriculum, which is not sufficient to understand and carry out the complex
analysis of linguistic elements, which requires advanced knowledge and skills
in Linguistics. Therefore, it has always been a challenge for professionals
working in the legal system to analyse crimes, which could have been

analysed more easily with the application of knowledge of Linguistic science.

Solving rhetorical use of languages, like euphemisms, textual duality etc.
would be possible with the help of linguistics. Example (Olsson 2004:71-72),
stated that a text has dual mode, dual authorship, dual register, dual
chronicity, dual physical production or dual discourse goals. Linguistic
parameters have assisted in making corrections disputed parts of a text, such

as speech event, speech act, linguistic cues (tense of verb, pronouns etc.)

Nonphysical violence is a type of language crime which can be analysed by
using techniques in forensic linguistic. As indicted in the introduction, this is
one of the crime domains, which linguistic researchers have identified as

areas benefiting from forensic linguistics. Shuy (2011, 2012, 2013, and 2014)

*(1) 777 10 O 2xar? (Who committed the crime?): (2) ¢+2(Where a crime is committed?)s
(3)ag®72(Why a crime is committed?): (4) ao?2(When): (5) 9°7 ALrF @78A +d.&av?(What type of
crime is committed?): (6) A7&?(How a crime is committed?): (7) 9°78 1@+ @78 ¢4.207@-2(what
type of instrument is used?): (8) N977 AL -+4.2ap2(who is the victim?)



discussed language crime domains; however, these domains may not be

similar across cultures and languages.

Analysing suspects' statements and witnesses' testimonies are among the
essential parts of court proceedings, as the information gathered from these
parties are basic evidences to direct the verdict in any direction. Some
experts suggest that suspects' and witnesses' written and oral expressions are
a result of certain patterns of thinking primarily expressed through language,
verbally or non-verbally. So, analysing the truth value of such expressions

using linguistic analysis could shed light on the search for justice.

Linguistic knowledge plays a vital role in detecting criminal behaviour.
However, in Ethiopia forensic linguistics has not been employed for several
reasons, (1) in Ethiopian the legal system professionals like police officers,
lawyers and detectives do not have linguistic knowledge and do not invite
linguists to solve language problems during the process of criminals
detections and investigations. (2) In Ethiopia, linguistic researchers have not
dealt with issues of forensic linguistics and the field of forensic linguistics is
not well known. As a result this study fills the gaps by introducing the field

and explaining the role it plays in the investigation process of crime.

10



1.3. Objective of the Study
1.3.1.  General Objective of The study

This study examines verbal expressions of Amharic speaking suspects and

witnesses in the Federal Courts in Addis Ababa.
1.3.2.  Specific Objective of the Study

The specific objectives of the study are to:

Examine patterns of linguistic features attested in language of bribery case

Analyze distinctive linguistic features verified in language of murder case

- Study linguistic features ascribed in language of sexual misconduct case

- Examine the role of direct and cross- examination questions in court room
investigations

- Study the linguistic tools and procedures used to detect language threats

in courtrooms
1.4. Research Questions of the Study

The study aims at respond the following questions:

- What are the linguistic features attested in the language of bribery case?

- What are distinctive linguistic features verified in language of murder case?

- What are the linguistic features ascribed in language of sexual misconduct
case?

- How do direct and cross- examination questions play a role in court room

investigations?

11



- What are the linguistic tools and procedures used to detect language

threats in courtrooms?
1.5. Significance of the Study

Result can be enlightening to linguists who want to help in courtrooms as
experts. It may serve as a reference for lawyers in language related problems
of criminal and civil cases. It may serve as source material for further study
in the fields. It may also contribute investigators who attempt to detect

criminal behaviour through linguistic tools.
1.6. Scope of the Study

This study focuses on forensic analysis of suspects and witnesses expressions
in crime domain. The setting of the study is Addis Ababa and the data were
collected from the Federal Supreme Court, Federal High Courts and Federal
First Instance Courts. The research uses oral and written expressions of
Ambharic which is working language of the Federal Government and of Addis
Ababa City Administration.In addition the study focuses on the linguistic

aspects of the domain.
1.7. Ethical Consideration

Forensic linguistics is a sensitive area of research because the information is
directly related to criminal matters. Therefore, the researcher has taken
ethical approval letters from the Department of Linguistics (Addis Ababa
University) Federal High court Head Office and Federal First Instant Court

Head Office. Dawson (2007:151) discussed that this kind of research

12



categorized as overt and should be honest and open about who he is and
what he is doing. Therefore while collecting data from the field one should
be open by telling the truth all the time (Shuy 2006: 123). In this study, the
researcher clearly explained the purpose of the study to the Supreme Court

and the First instance court and before collected the data.

13



Chapter Two

Review of Related Literature

2.1. Conceptual Framework

2.1.1. Language and Legal Process

Language mediates human social interactions. There are different views on its
role in human life. For example, the study of the role of language in legal
processes is an important input of the language and legal researches.
Currently, the importance of language to the laws and legal processes is being
studied by linguistic and legal scholars. Some of the researchers emphasise
that law would not exist without language because language plays an

important role in the operation of law (Solan 1995).

It is now fifty years since a study of Forensic Linguistic (henceforth FL) was
initiated in legal and linguistic disciplines. Researchers in these fields have
been showing intersection areas of research in civil and criminal cases
(Houtman and Suryati 2018). Solan (1995:1069) stated the significances of
linguistic theory in courtrooms. First, linguists are involved in the discussion
in court statute to solve complex syntactic structures whose interpretations
lead to disputes. Second, linguists are involved in the interpretation of
disputed terms. According to Solan (1995:1069) courtrooms evaluate
meaning of disputed terms into two different dimensions, by looking over
definition of terms and how word meaning goes beyond the proper limits or

far from their prototypical uses and that different approach to word meaning

14



can have serious jurisprudential ramifications. Berk-Seligson (1988:45&47)
noticed that linguistics is being used in bilingual courtrooms, because in the
absence of linguistic knowledge interpreters make mistakes while they

translate utterances from source to target languages.

Shuy(2005:4) summarized the three contexts where linguistic analysis can be
helpful in police departments and trials: (1) In the data gathering process i.e.
cooperative witness or agent will be employing language strategy because
such a strategy offers an deception of participation in the crime, (2) During
the police interrogation, some suspects admit that they never actually
committed (it refers false confession), at this time, the way questions are
asked and the answer invites linguistic analysis, (3) During trial prosecutors
may use language strategies in other words cross examination, which can

make the defendants guilty of the crime.

2.1.2. Language and Meaning in Legal context

The law is a part of the social contract between citizens, and language is the
tool for recording the law, for its explanation because it is the primary
medium through which the social order is maintained (Hutton, 2009:48).
Each Language consists of certain set of rules to build complex linguistic
utterances but the speakers may not have understood of such rules. However,

in a legal norm there are problems of interpretation. Lawyers and legal

15



researchers use semantics and pragmatics to solve problem of meaning in
legal norms. Thomas (2008:255), stated that sometimes in a legal context,
literal (plain meaning) is fundamentally defective because it may proceed to
false assumptions. Words have a variety of meanings, and the only way of
identifying meaning particular an occasion is by reference to context in

which words are used.

2.1.3. Language and Evidence

From beginning to end, criminal processes are full of language events (Solan
and Tiersma 2005:13).The accusers’ allege and suspects and witnesses’
testimonies are presented either in oral or in written or in both forms. In the
same way, police officers and lawyers find out evidence from linguistic
sources like voices, oral narrations and texts to charge or discharge a suspect.
Hails (2008:3) defined evidence as testimonies, documents and objects that
tend to prove or disprove the alleged facts. Black’s Law (1990:555) stated
that evidence is any species of proof, or probative matter, legally presented at
the trial of an issue, by the act of the parties and through the medium of

witnesses, records, documents, exhibits, concrete objects, etc.

Although, evidences can broadly be classified into testimonies (oral or

written statements made under oath by witness) and demonstrative; blood,

photograph, documents, hair sample etc. (Solan and Tiersma 2005:33). Mc

16



Cromick (1954) has given an in depth definition of demonstrative evidence
which is a type of evidence consisting of things, for example weapons,
writings, bottles etc. as distinguished from assertions of witness (hearsay
declarant) and these types of evidence which can convey relevant first hand
impression to the fact. On the other hand Emson (2008:7) classified
testimonial evidence into testimony* and admissibility hearsay’. Both are
obviously language works in the process of gathering both types of evidences

and very often forensic linguistic deals with such testimonial evidence.

2.1.4. Testimonies in Courtrooms and Police Stations

The US and Great Britain courtrooms employ witness’s competency checking
mechanisms before he/she stands to testify. Technically this is called voir dire
i.e to say what is true objectively accurate and subjectively honest or both.
However, this method is not capable of checking perjury, because it is not
enough to hold a position. In Ethiopia, the voir dire method is swearing in
the name of GOD for Christians and in the name of Allah for Muslims. There

is no means of voir dire for atheists.

*Oral evidence of witness in court and if evidence concerns matters directly perceived by the
witness it is direct oral evidence (p7).

® Hearsay is in admissible in criminal proceedings, however, if the maker of hearsay
statement directly perceived the matters referred to his evidence is said to be first hand

hearsay and equivalent to direct testimony (p9).

17



2.1.5.  Deception and Lying in Legal Context

Black’s law (1996:406) dictionary defined deception as an act of deceiving;
intentional misleading by falsehood spoken or acted. There are many
controversial issues that have been raised on the definition of deception,
including the use of the term deception and lying interchangeably (Carson,
2010). It is considered deception implicitly as an archetype of lying
(Zuckerman et.al, 1981:3) i.e transmitting false statement, and hiding the

truth by the act of being intentional.

On the other hand, Galasinski (2000:19-21) reviewed the empirical studies
related to deception and argued that (1) Deception is not transmitting false or
true statement because many utterances have been produced deceptively to
which the criteria for truth or falsity could not apply. (2) Defining deception
as either false or omission is not adequate because utterances could be both
true and full but it can still be a deceptive. Passing through the arguments, he
classified deception into the following; deception by omission (withholding
some information from the target), deception by commission (Conveying
explicit utterance by implicit information), and deception through explicit
and implicit information. In addition, Galasinski (2000:20-21) stated that
deception is not related to false and true, rather deceptive communicators
provide inaccurate picture to persuade the addresses of particular belief by

manipulating the truth and falsity of information.
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In general, deception, as many studies have shown is a normal rather than
abnormal practice in our daily life. Some researchers associated deception to
be constituted biologically. For example, deception is unconscious
biologically like mimicry of plant to attract pollinator and it is cognitively
conscious like a hominid in order to conceal their companions to get benefit
for themselves. The people prefer deception to lying, because lying is morally

worse than deceit (Carson 2010:16).

Lie is a deliberate false statement that a speaker wants to be true (Carson,
2010:15). In addition, Ekman (1992:28) points out that lie or deceit is an
intention to mislead others without prior notification of purpose. Therefore,
lying is defined as intentional misleading, and Ekman has divided lying into
two types: (1) Concealment and (2) falsification. In concealing, the liar
withholds the truth without saying false statements. In falsifying, the liar

withholds information and produces false information as if it were true.

Various disciplines have been employing different methods to detect lying or
deception. Miller and Stiff (1993:21) reviewed the researches on the topic of
deception, and they point out that most of the studies detected deception
through means of nonverbal communication. However, after three decades
the researchers began to observe Para linguistic features of deception, for
example, long pause, etc. Later studies came to the area of verbal deceit

detection techniques. These are Undeutch’s (1982) Statement Validity
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Analysis, Sapir’s (1987) Scientific Content Analysis Method, Hollien’s (1990)
Lexical Diversity and Johnson and Raye’s (1981) Reality Monitoring. These
methods are mostly employed in a laboratory or in mock crime experiments

and always raise questions of reliability in real life (Shuy, 1998:78).

In courtrooms or in police stations, a suspect could confess, deceive or lie.
Linguistic science cannot penetrate into the inner motives and the thoughts in
the human mind; the language used by a person may become the evidence
against him or her with a careful comparison of statements for consistency
(Shuy, 2010:30). Linguists see language structure in ways that lawyers are
not trained to see. Through analytical categories and approaches that would
not normally occur to a juror or even to a prosecutor, linguists can point out
whether a speaker is consistent or inconsistent in his/her oral or written

testimony (Shuy 1998:79).
2.1.6. Examination in Chief and Cross-Examination

There are generally two legal systems all over the world, these are
adversarial and inquisitorial. Common law countries follow adversarial
system, for example, USA and United Kingdom. Civil law countries employ
inquisitorial system and many European countries like Germany, France etc.
are examples (Dainow, 2013:421). Ethiopia is a mixed system country but the
law has two visages.These are adversarial and inquisitorial and the litigation

is adversarial system. In courtrooms two parties stand in opposition and
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attacked each other. However, the Ethiopian civil law legal system does not
invite juries to appraise debate between prosecutors and attornies. Second, in
courtrooms, witnesses and accusers are called by prosecutor and the
prosecutor does the initial questioning of witness which is called direct
examination or examination in chief. The examination helps to get general
expressions of facts. The prosecutor has a right to ask the witness to show
demonstrative evidence but he is restricted from using leading questions

while direct examination is being conducted.

After the Prosecutor accomplishes the first task, the attorney cross examines
the prosecutor’s witness. To the contrary, if the attorney calls a defendant
witness the prosecutor gets a turn to examine the witness. Cross-examination
is questioning of witness during trial and the Prosecutor or prosecutors utilize
to oppose the one who asked the person to testify in order to evaluate the
truth of that person’s testimony. In general, it is considered an integral part

of adversarial trial process in a fair trial (Ward, 2017:36).

Myers (1987:810) stated that traditionally using leading questions are
restricted during direct examinations. However, there are several exceptions,
the rule against the use of leading questions in direct examination and trial
judges only permit the leading questions in the following areas (1) to ask
preliminary matters, for example — the witness name, occupation, address,

and relation with parties. (2) Undisputed matters. (3) To introduce a topic for
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further inquiry. (4) To refresh memory of witness whose recollection is
apparently exhausted and (5) if the witness proves hostile, biased and

unwilling (Mc Cromick et.al 1954).

In the Ethiopian criminal code, articles 452 and 453 state that giving false
testimony or committing perjury is punishable in line with the following sub

articles,

Article 452:

1. Any party to proceedings before a judicial or quasi-judicial tribunal
who being required to speak the truth, knowingly gives a false
statement relating to facts material to the issue to be decided by the
tribunal, is punishable, even where the result sought is not achieved,
with simple imprisonment not exceeding one year, or, where the
false statement has been made in the course of criminal proceedings
and is likely to cause injustice, with rigorous imprisonment not
exceeding three years.

2. Where the party has been sworn or affirmed to speak the truth, the
punishment shall be rigorous imprisonment not exceeding five years,
particularly where the result sought has been in whole or in part
achieved.

3. Mere inaccurate allegations by a party in defence of his interests are

not subject to these provisions.
Article 453:

1. Or interpretation is incapable of influencing the decision of the
tribunal; the punishment shall be simple imprisonment not exceeding
two years. Whoever being a witness in judicial or quasi- judicial
proceedings knowingly makes or gives a false statement or expert
opinion, or hides the truth whether to the advantage or the prejudice

of any party thereto, is punishable, even where the result sought is
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not achieved, with simple imprisonment, or, in the more serious
cases, with rigorous imprisonment not exceeding five years.

2. Where a witness has been sworn or affirmed to speak the truth, the
punishment shall be rigorous imprisonment not exceeding ten years,
particularly where the result sought has been in whole or in part
achieved. Where, however, in a criminal case, the accused person
has been wrongly convicted or has incurred rigorous imprisonment
of more than ten years in consequence of the witness's act, the
witness may himself be sentenced to the punishment which he has
caused to be wrongfully inflicted.

Table 1 Adopted from Ethiopian Criminal Code and Shows the Punishments of False Testimony

All these provisions relate to false testimony, false opinion and wrong
translation under the oath of a trial are punishable by imprisonment ranging
from two to ten years. However there is no well-defined or organized
procedure or method before, during and after testimonies to detect false or
deceit information. In Ethiopian courtrooms, cross examination and swearing
of oaths on the Bible or Quran have been used to deter false testimony or
false opinion. Controversially, there are serious gaps in these techniques, in
some of the common law countries, like England where the technique has

been rejected.

As we have seen, in American and Great Britain courts employ a voir dire
method to detect a false testimony before trial. In addition, in the common
law countries jurors play a salient role in deciding whether one is guilty or
not. Fundamentally, the jurors focus on debates and decide facts between the

opposing parties in both criminal and civil cases.
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2.1.7.  Forensic Linguistics

Forensic linguistics originates from the science of law and linguistics. It
covers researches related to law and linguistics. It is an application of
linguistics or linguistics knowledge in legal issues and it includes all written
and spoken languages. It includes text or item of spoken language that has
the potential of being forensic text (Olson 2008). Forensic linguistics is an
attempt to improve the delivery of justice using language analysis (Grant

2016).

Historically, it is difficult to point out when forensic linguistics started. In the
history of Old Testament, the Book of Judge, 12, 5-6 language is used to
distinguish groups of people. Thousands of Ephraimites were killed by
Gileadites who spoke very closely related varieties of a language, which
could be distinguished by some relatively minor differences in
pronunciation. In ancient time, Greek play writers accused each other of
plagiarism as there was no forensic linguistics science until 1968, (Olsson

2008:4).

6And the Gileadites took the passages of Jordan before the Ephraimites: and it was so, that
when those Ephraimites which were escaped said, Let me go over; that the men of Gilead said
unto him, Art thou an Ephraimite? If he said, Nay; Then said they unto him, Say now
Shibboleth: and he said Shibboleth: for he could not frame to pronounce it right. Then they
took him, and slew him at the passages of Jordan: and there fell at that time of the

Ephraimites forty and two thousand.
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In the second half of the 19th-century the biblical shibboleth test experience
was extended to different parts of European countries (Mac Namar 2005:352),
the essence was not like proficiency test or test of competence it was like a
test of DNA, blood test or fingerprint. The method was designed to control
immigrants and refugees and to determine access to education and

employment in settings of intergroup competition.

In Australia from 1901 — 1957, based on Dictation Test, around 2000 people
were refused entry and where deported from Australia (Mac Namar 2005:
358). Furthermore, Shibboleth test continued in the Netherlands and

Palestine until the last quarter of the 19th century.

These days forensic linguistics shows that there are indeed language crimes
(Shuy2005:6), but not all forensic linguistics deals with all of such crime,
civil cases for example trade mark disputes, plagiarism etc. Defining crime is
controversial, since crime and thus criminality are closely linked to cultural,
economic, socio-political factors and how we view the nature of society.
Therefore, the wrong doing is not a crime it is related to notions of morality
because not all activities that might be considered immoral are considered
crime. It is better to define crime as an act of violating the criminal law

(Burke, 2009:5).
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Forensic linguistics has several language crime and civil case domains like-
cases of bribery, solicitation to murderer, sex solicitation, business fraud,
selling or purchasing stolen property, defamation, perjury etc. In these areas
of research forensic knowledge focuses on, (1) Speaker’s voice identification,
(2) Comparison of handwritten samples, (3) Copyright and patenting disputes
over brand names, (4) Slogans and advertisement, (5) Bias in judicial
summaries and (6) Resolving authorship of disputed texts etc. However, in

this study only the following four languages crime domains are presented.
2.1.7.1. Bribery Case

Shuy (2013) discussed that bribery has different meanings in different places,
and it has changed and extended its meaning throughout. The meaning of the
English word bribery originally referred to an individual’s piece of bread give
to a beggar, and then it was generalized to alms and to person who lives on
alms. In the 16™ century the term bribe changed its reference to a person who
demands money, not to the one who gives it. Today, it refers to both offering
and giving bribe as well as to extortion or demand of bribe from another
party (Shuy, 2013: 14). In bribery event forensic linguists take several

important issues.
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Speech event
Schemas
Agenda

Speech acts
Strategies

Linguistic Cues
(Sentence
Phrases, Words

And Sounds)

Figurel. The inverted pyramid sequence
For analysing bribery, adapted from

(Shuy, 2013:8)

This picture shows how linguists use linguistic tools and procedures in the
context of bribery conversation. The inverted pyramid shows the order from

the largest to the smallest unit of language.

In bribery or in other similar cases, using this procedure is important even if
the data is very small or the recorded evidence at a sentence or phrase levels.
Shuy recommends that following this procedure helps to analyse at each

stage or level.
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2.1.7.2. Murder Case

Murder is unlawful killing of a human being by another man with
malevolence planning either explicit or implicit (Black’s Law, 1990: 1019).
Terminology vagueness is ever-present in murderer cases and in laws. In
murderer law there are three common terminologies namely intentionality’,
predisposition® and voluntariness®. These three legal terms underlie in officially
charging someone with a crime. Here, language plays an important role
because there are relations between legal terms and language evidence (Shuy,
2014:7). The relation is observed through the following four sequential
language phases to understand murderer events and to collect evidence (Shuy,

2014:51-55). These are:

1. Phase one- the act of thinking or planning before actually doing it - If
language evidence exists during this phase it is usually a best indicator.
Electronics recordings and transcribe text, potentially analysed by
linguists.

2. Phase two - guilty mind (intention to murder) leads to suspect’s
resolution. At this phase linguists focus on recorded spoken, written
texts, trial testimonies etc. supports to grasp the intention of the

murderer.

"For purposes of criminal statute intentionality means will fully or purposely, and not accidentally or
involuntarily.

®That he is ready and willing to commit the crime. It focuses on defendant's state of mind before
government agents suggest that he commit crime.

°The quality of being voluntary or free as opposed to being forced or given under duress, as a
confession of one Arrested for a crime. (Black 1990)
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3. Phase three: it occurs before murder is carried out, how murderers
plan the crime. Language evidence (diaries, notes and conversation
with people) if it is not available inferred from the information
gathered after the crime is committed.

4. Phase four- linguists analyse what was said by suspects, witnesses,

police officers and lawyers.
2.1.7.3. Perjury Case

It is an act of a person’s deliberately making material false or misleading
statement while under word of honour (Garner, 2004:3609), meaning using
wilful or deliberate false assertions of facts or knowledge as a part of his/her
evidence. This creates the opportunity to apply linguistic tools of
conversational cooperation, communicative context, semantics and language

clues relevant to identify possible fraud (Shuy, 2011:38).

Disadvantage speakers, children, deaf, indigenous minorities, second
language speakers etc. sometimes find disabilities in perjury case, John
Gibson as cited in (Shuy, 2011:123). This problem is common in many Africa
countries. Ogunsiji and Farinde (2012:114) stated that in Nigeria there is
influence of English over three indigenous languages, namely: Hausa, Igbo
and Yoruba. English is an official language of the country. In Nigerian

courtrooms, English serves as a medium and the law of Nigeria is encoded in
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English. Many innocent people are convicted because of English language

confusions.

2.1.7.4. Sexual Misconduct Case

The term sexual misconduct refers to a variety of behaviour that people show
in order to get sexual satisfaction from another person (Shuy, 2012: 9). It
includes rape, sexual harassment, and sexual assault, along with other
conduct that is carried out without the victim’s consent. Therefore, sexual
assault, or rape etc. is related to unlawful sexual intercourse without victim
consent. Rape is defined by Black’s Law (1990:1260) as acts of sexual
intercourse committed by a man without consent by a woman. However,
there is no unified legal definition about rape and it varies from jurisdiction
to jurisdiction and the meaning changes overtime (Howitt, 2009:148). In
addition, Howitt stated that the legal meaning of rape is extended by

feminists to include all forms of sexual acts that woman may not wish or like.

Legally, sexual harassment is different from rape. It refers to types of
employment discrimination, sexual advances, requests for sexual favours, and
other verbal or physical conduct of a sexual nature prohibited by the law

(Black’s Law, 1990:1375).

To resolve sexual misconduct cases, linguist should focuses on speech event,

schemas, topic, and respose to topics, speech acts, the cooperative principle,
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conversational strategies, grammatical and phonological ambiguity,
semantics ambiguity and other small language unities (Shuy, 2012:194). In
Ethiopia, oral sexual misconduct ($A? 23® +7ha @g9 9+) mostly is not
necessarily considered as crime. Physical sexual assault or rape (AhA® 272

avf4.() is taken as crime.

2.2. Theoretical Framework

Forensic linguistics is a new and interdisciplinary field of study and it has no
single and unified theory. In this study the cooperative principles Grice in
(1975), the speech act John Austin (1962) and John Searle (1969), Metal
Model Van Dijk and Kitsch (1983) and Information Manipulation McCornack

(1992) theories are employed.

2.2.1. Cooperative Principle and the Maxims of Conversation

The cooperative principle was fully developed and described by Grice in
1975. When aperson speaks to another he/she is trying to cooperate with one
another to construct meaningful conversations. This assumption is known as
the Cooperative Principle. The speakers try to contribute meaningful,
productive utterances to further the conversation then follows that, as

listeners, he/she assumes that the conversational partners are doing the same.

Grice outlined a set of principles (Grice, 1975:47) and calls it the maxims of

conversation. These are: (1) Quantity (make your information informative), (2)
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Quality (do not say what you believe to be false, (3) Relations (be relevant)
and (4) Manner (avoids obscurity, ambiguity, and be brief and orderly).
Interlocutors in a discourse must share some common principles. Such
principles reveal not just how we generate utterances, but also how we
comprehend them. When interlocutors are engaged in conversation, they

generally follow the maxims of conversation and the cooperation principles.

In courtroom discourse, participants also observe the cooperative principle. If
the witnesses or the defendants give irrelevant responses to lawyer’s
interrogation or questions, the lawyers are always quick to call them to order
and order them to keep strictly to their line of arguments. Shuy (2011: 25 &
2013:50) stated that the importance of the maxims to examine language use
by prosecutors and defendants. These principles are a touchstone and
suspects or eyewitnesses testimonies have been evaluated based on these
maxims. Ogunsiji and Farinde (2012:117) stated that police officers and
lawyers observe these maxims. If witnesses or suspects have given irrelevant
responses to lawyer’s interrogation or questions, the lawyers call them to
order and to keep strictly to their line of arguments and police officers kick

them when suspects give irrelevant responses to their questions.

In this study, cooperative principle has been employed to evaluate the
questions (direct or cross examination) asked by prosecutor, defense counsel

and judges and the responses given by suspect and witnesses. In the
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courtrooms the cooperative principle is strongly followed because the setting
is highly constrained and formal. Therefore, the responses of suspects and
witnesses during cross and direct interrogations should be relevant to the
question asked by lawyers, the truth concerns the maxims of quality and
quantity and sometimes the speaker may be unable to confirm without
violating one of these maxims (Coulthard and Johnson 2007:27), for example
the phrase "I cannot remember to be honest" originated from the maxim of
quality not to say what he/she believes is false but violate quantity, likewise

the manner violate s the relevance and the truth of the conversation.

2.2.2.Information Manipulation Theory
Information manipulation theory (IMT) is a theory of deceptive discourse
design, and presented by Steven (McCornack 1992:1). IMT suggests that
deceptive messages function deceptively because they covertly violate the
principles that govern conversational exchanges. According to IMT, the
particular ways in which people manipulate information align with the
conversational maxims suggested by philosopher Paul Grice. McCornack
(1992) discusses that information manipulation theory account for various
forms of deceptive message. MaCronack further states four types of
individuals’ expectation about transformation of

(1) Expectations about the quantity of relevant information that is

transmitted,

(2) Expectations about the quality of the information transmitted
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(3) Expectations about the manner in which information is presented, and

(4) Expectations about the relevance of conversational contributions
(MacCronack1992:6).

McCronack suggested that a speaker can violate one or all expectation so as

to deceive the listener/addresee.

Although influential in impacting subsequent research, IMT also has drawn
criticism, most notably for not being a testable theory. In response to this
criticism, McCornack (2014:16) presented propositions and grouped into
three propositional sets: (1) Intentional States, (2) Cognitive Load (CL), and
(3) Information Manipulation. The intentional states (IS) propositions relate
to the nature and temporal placement of deceptive volition, in relation to
speech production (p:17). The (CL) it refers cognitive architecture, relates to
the amount of information that working memory can hold at one time until it
has been processed sufficiently to pass into your long-term memory
(Sweller1988). According to Mccornac (2014:18) high cognitive load is not

intrinsic to deceptive discourse production.

The information manipulation (IM) propositions identify the specific
conditions, under which various forms of information manipulation will
occur (P: 19-21), such as (1) the speaker produce violate quality and quantity
and salient information made relevant for disclosure is problematic, (2)

quantity violations are the most frequent form of deceptive discourse, (3) the
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violations of maxims of relation are the least frequent form of deceptive
discourse, (4) Manner violations will occur less frequently than quantity
and/or quality violations, but more frequently than relation violations, (5)
Lies are built from truths because information unite that violate quality
derive from truthful information units and (6) When violation of quality
continuous the discourse production become falters and the activated units of

truthful information in memory are judged as untenable to disclose.

It is common to see the defendants, accusers, and witnesses are manipulated
oral evidence to win the case in criminal cases identified in the study. As
noted in the above that most frequently quality of conversation maxims
violated by the deceivers. This study also supports the above theoretical

analysis and discusses information in Chapters 4, 5, 6, and 7.

2.2.3. Mental Model Theory

Mental model theory is manipulation of psychological topic to investigate
semantic relations of words without considering how they are related to the
world or context, and the world or context is replaced by model structure in
which the extensions of terms are assigned directly (Johnson-Laird
1980:89).The notion has been successful since 1980’s in cognitive psychology

and text processing (Van Dijk and Kitsch 1983:99).
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Van Dijk (1995:251) stated that a model is a mental representation of
personal experiences of specific actions and events or situations also called
event model, episodic model, and situational model. For example, if a groups
of people share knowledge of bribe in general, individual members of such a
group may have specific representation, called model. The model is
embodying the interface between episodic (personal knowledge of the event)

and socially shared belief or knowledge of the society (Van Dijk, 1991:190).

Van Dijk (1976) noted that individuals tend to recall elements of what a text
is about, i.e., the topic, setting, participants, and action sequences.
Essentially, this is what Van Dijk refers to as a “gist” effect, which includes
the information either constitute with the existing schema or that is typical,
resulting in the creation of new information. During strategic comprehension,
a listener/reader will begin forming this macrostructure immediately. In the
courtroom discourses the illocutionary act will alter the meaning of the
expressions of the suspect or witness. Therefore, Van Dijk’s mental model

theory has a space for individual episodic knowledge.

2.3.4. Speech Act Theory

A speech act is a theory in the philosophy of language and it is concerned
with how speakers intend to use language and how hearers comprehend what

is said to them and how they respond. This approach owes its success to the
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pioneering work of two language philosophers, John Austin'® (1962) and

John Searle!! (1969).

Contemporary use of the term goes back to Austin (1962:40) and has
identified three levels of action beyond the act of uttering itself. These are (1)
the act of saying something, (2) what one does in saying it and (3) what one
does by saying it. These are called locutionary'?, illocutionary'®* and
perlocutionary'* acts. Speech acts are commonly taken to include such acts as

promising, ordering, greeting, warning, inviting and congratulating.

On the other hand, Searle (1969:26) claims that the four acts are
characteristically performed in the uttered sentence: (1) Uttering Words
(morpheme, sentences) performing acts of uttering, (2) referring and
predicting (performing propositional acts), (3) stating, questioning,
commanding, promising etc. (performing illocutionary acts) and (4)

perlocutionary act which related to effect of the illocutionary act.

19 Austin routinely employed the term ‘per formative’ for this activity

1 The term ‘speech act’, due to Searle, is particularly appropriate for describing howspeakers
put language to use. When talking one regularly does much more than just mouthing
words. One also engages in or performs some kind of act.

12 By the locutionary act Austin does not mean the act of utterance itself, the act of saying
certain Words that are reported by means of direct quotation.

13 Correlated with the notion of illocutionary act is the notion of the consequences or effects

such acts have on the actions, thoughts or beliefs etc. of hearers.
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Shuy (2013:62, 2012, 2011,) stated that speech act is more useful to analyse
language units. Linguists/ forensic linguists have been using linguistic units
of speech acts in legal cases. Shuy has shown the practical implementation of
speech act theory in defamation, perjury and bribery cases. In this study
speech act theory has been employed to analyse utterances that seem to
break Grice’s maxims. The theory is usually used to analyse the function of

utterances rather than the forms of suspect’s expressions.

In general, the theories discussed in the above do not differ from one
another, but they continuation of one from the another. Information
Manipulation, based on Grice's study, shows us in way deceptive or
manipulated information can be studied. Van Dijk’s mental deals with a
person's perception of events is linked to an individual's personal experiences,
and personal experiences do not make much difference in personal
perception beyond public perception but, when a witness lying, deceiving or
manipulating the information violates the general rules of communications.
Also, in speech production, a message is transmitted, if the message
manipulated the meaning may be outside the desired purpose. This, in turn,

invites further legal investigation.

2.3. Review of Empirical Study

Ejara Batu published three articles on the topic of language and law, such as

Analysis of Legal Discourse in Cross-Examination Questionings: Adama City
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Criminal Courtrooms, Oromia Regional State, Ethiopia(2015), Defence
lawyers' discursive strategies of controlling the language of the witnesses:
questioning forms and functions in some criminal courts of Oromia regional
state, Ethiopia(2014a) and Functional inter-textuality in the spoken and
written genres of legal statutes: a discursive analysis of judge's summing-up

and lawyers' closing arguments in Adama High Criminal Court(2014b).

As noted in the above in 2015 Ejara has published article on discourse
analysis of cross examination questions. As he discussed in the article he
employed purposive sampling method and collected the data from Bioshoftu,
Adama and Asala criminal courts (p 24). FEjara classified cross examination
questions in to declarative, tag and Wh questions. He discuss the purpose of
each type of cross examination question, according to Ejara declarative
question manifests power imbalance in such a way that it contains the
lawyer’s version and puts pressure on the witness to agree. The questions are
put as a direct statement, in declarative rather than interrogative form, and
await the witness’s agreement (Ejara 2015:26). In Ejara’s study tag questions
use in the form of tag, the lawyer was exerting various forms of interactive

pressure upon the witness (the social). Wh questions.

In (2014b:9) Ejara has taken the data from a civil case, in this case, he
analysed lawyers’ pre-trial and itrial notes concerning the intention question.

He has employed a discursive analysis of the judge’s summing -up on both
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the facts found in written legal statutes and how the overtly partisan fashion
of the lawyers’ spoken closing arguments are linked with the written legal

charges depending on the summing address of the judge (pp8).

Finally the finding of the study shows that the judge promotes effectiveness
of his presentations by structuring his summing-up explaining the alleged
crimes, and relating how those crimes violates the legal law. In addition,
Ejara (2014b: 23) stated that the closing arguments of the opposing lawyers
maximize the effectiveness of their presentations by structuring and defining

the written legal elements.

Bribery occurs when giving and taking money, service, etc. are done,
(Momeni 2011 and Shuy 1993). In both cases descriptive and analytical
methods have been carried out. Shuy (1993) states that bribery cases and
preliminary conditions. The three conditions are: (1) bribe offer is a per
formative speech act (2) it can be an indirect offer; that is a bribe offering
might not have illegal vocabularies e.g. “If you do me a little favour, I will
compensate for you” (3) the proposal can be embedded. It means: (1) It lacks
explicitness, (2) It lacks the inferred comprehension of the indirect offer, and
(3) Two or more strands of activity occur simultaneously. Shuy (1993)
suggests that the following methods to be used by researchers to find out
facts. These are: Presupposition of conviction, context schema, frame and

script, tense of verb and, definite articles etc.

40



Momeni (2011) showed that bribery case is a special language crime. She
observed and studied more than 100 cases of crimes in Iran courts and
Bureau of police investigation. The result of the research shows that bribery
is a language crime and is formed by speech acts, where language is an
integral part (Momeni 2011:743). She concludes that bribery and speech acts
are bidirectional features of both language and action. Since bribery is a
crime where two parties are involved, the interaction is very important. Two

parties play their roles based on defined schema, frame and script.

Benneworth (2009) conducted research on police interviews with suspected
paedophiles using discourse analysis. He employed investigative interview
with a 54-year-old male suspected of sexually assaulting a female between
the ages of 8 to 12 years. The data was transcribed and examined using a
discourse analytic framework. In addition the wider application of discourse

analysis to criminal investigation has been carried out.

The analysis has made some general observations about how police
interviews with suspected paedophiles are conducted. Benneworth (2009)
transcribed 57 lines of conversations where a detective constable speaks 52
lines, and the suspect speaks only 5 lines. The suspect might have been just

as uncooperative if the officer had employed methods which adhered to
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PEACE" principles. However, the findings emphasize the need to maximize

opportunities for suspects to talk.

Momeni (2012) discusses on the function of linguistic elements in re
contextualization of police interrogation. She claimed that linguistic
parameter like syntax; semantics, pragmatics and discourse analysis can be
effective to re contextualize police interrogation. She collected data from
police offices and courts and carried out recording, interviews and documents

for gathering data.

Momeni (2012) states that linguistic tools such as tense of verbs, pronouns,
time etc. can help to reconstruct police interrogations. In Iran it is common
for a police interview to be changed into a written form. It brings out some
problems like the accused denying what has been written later in front of a
judge that s/he had not said that. The researcher attended more than 50 live
cases in courts and police stations. Therefore, to tackle such problems of
denial linguistic parameters help to identify the disputed parts of a text

which were distorted by police officers.

15P - Plan and Prepare

* E - Engage and Explain

» A- Account (obtain a first account of events, suspending belief and disbelief)
* C -Closure, polite and positive

* E- Evaluate
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Tiersma and Solan (2002) discussed that linguists appear as expert witnesses
in American courtrooms. Document analysis and discussion methods
employed by the researchers. In many cases where one party or the other
wishes to present linguistic evidence-either through testimony or some other
means, the judge refuses to allow it. This raises questions of why courts are
more open to linguistic expertise in some types of cases than in others, and

when they accept linguists as experts.

Tiersma and Solan (2002) draw examples from published judicial opinions in
the United States. In almost all American jurisdictions, only published
opinions are used as examples. In this research they found out over one
hundred published judicial opinions. To solve the problems, (Tiersma and
Solan 2002: 226-231) identified areas of linguist testimony or expert
linguistics evidence in American legal system, these are: dialectology,
comprehensibility and readability, linguistics proficiency, linguistics issues in
trade mark cases etc. In addition they stated problematic areas where judicial
reluctance to admit testimony by linguists. These are disputed authorship,
phonetic, problem of speaker identification, the meaning of contract, statutes

and politics, and comprehensibility of jury instructions.

Finally Tiersma and Solan (2002) suggested that, courts should allow
linguistic experts to comment on the range of meanings of statutes and

contracts when testimony is used to understand the evidence and structure
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the debate between the parties. Law concerning the use of experts in both
voice identification and author identification is in serious need of

improvement. Here, the linguistic and legal researchers might work together.

Ogunsiji and Farinde (2012) discussed on the role of pragmatic in forensic
linguistics and on how this can be developed for national re orientation and
transformation of in Nigerian cases. In Nigeria there is the influence of
English language over three indigenous languages, Hausa, Igbo and Yoruba.
English language is an official language of the country. In Nigerian court
rooms English language serves as medium and the law of Nigerian encoded in
English. Many innocent people convicted, because of English language

confusions.

In general, the study discussed that the summary of pioneer works has been
conducted by linguistics, law, criminology, phycology researchers. As showed
in the above, the study of forensic linguistics started before four decades ago
in America and Europe. Forensic linguistics deals with the application of
linguistic knowledge in court room, however there is no a single and unified
linguistics theory to analyse a data collected from the court. Recently Rabon
and Chapman (2018) developed the theory of investigative discourse analysis.
Now days forensic linguistics researchers widely use linguistics, psychology
and law tools and methodologies to analyse suspect, witnesses and accusers

statements
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Chapter Three
Methodology of the Study

Forensic linguistics has been developed in recent years by prominent
linguistics and law researchers. These researchers have applied methodology
from interdisciplinary fields including linguistics, law, criminology,

psychology and statistics.
3.1. Data
3.1.1.  Types of Data

The study has used both primary and secondary data. The primary data are
the expressions or testimony of suspects and witnesses respectively the
secondary data are documents such as court records, corpus delicti and police
investigation reports. All the primary and secondary data are collected from

Lideta Federal High and First Instance Courts.

3.2. Participants and Sample Size

The study selected three crime domains such as bribery, sexual misconduct,
and murder cases and identified five (5) cases of each domain. For each
domain the study examined five (5) documents. The study participants are
identified based on inclusion and exclusion criteria of the research presented
below. This is because the three domains incorporated a wide range of

criminal cases, and the study has limited number of participants to manage
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the data and especially forensic research that invites an in-depth analysis in

specific cases.
3.2.1. Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

Participants of the studies are suspects and witnesses of bribery, murder and
sexual misconduct cases. The study employed the inclusion criteria of age,
and language. The age of suspects are above 15 years, because the Ethiopian
civil and criminal laws do not exonerate directly infants under the age of
fifteen (15). Article 53 stated that children between the ages of 9 and 15 shall
not be subject to ordinary penalties applicable to adults nor shall they be
kept in custody with adult criminals and there is no maximum age limitation
for witnesses. All Suspect and witnesses are native Amharic speakers with no
speech production disorders, such as apraxia of speech, cluttering, speech

sound disorder, voice disorder and stuttering.

3.2.2. Sampling Method

The study has employed purposive and quota sampling methods. It is because
we cannot find the linguistic cues to all criminal cases, but to certain cases,
therefore the researcher is obliged to focus on certain cases. In addition non-
probability sampling types are used to achieve the two goals. First, to find
samples that are representative of selected cases and second to attain
comparability across diverse cases. Then, participants identified purposefully.
Quota sampling technique has been used to give a quota for witnesses and

suspects from each selected cases.
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3.3. Data Gathering Tools

The researcher has collected data from accusers, suspects and witnesses oral
statements or testimonies and police investigation documents and lawyers
corpus delictie from the Addis Ababa Police, Federal Forensic office and

Federal Supreme and High Courts using the following tools:

3.3.1. Document Investigation

The study employs document investigation tool to collect five (5) police
officers’ interrogation reports, and five (5) lawyers’ corpus delicti'® for each
case. In forensic investigation, documents have unique features, which
reveals people do or did not do and what they value, and such data have

strong validity (Huber and Headrick, 1999).
3.3.2.  Observation

In this study, the researcher employs nonparticipant or direct observation to
collect data from courtroom trials. The researcher has observed fifteen (15)
cases related to selected language crime domains. This method allows using
voice recorders, but the nature of courtroom trials has restrictions on
intervention by external bodies. Therefore, while the observation is being
done the researcher observes dialogues between suspects, witnesses, lawyers

and judges, and deception, confusion and ambiguous expressions.

'*The body of evidence that constitute the offence.
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3.3.3.  Recording

The recording has been done with courtrooms voice recorder device and
recorded by professionals because suspects, eyewitnesses, and lawyers have
not allowed getting their utterances recorded and suspects and witnesses are
very sensitive for such interference. But the research gets the recordings with
the permission from the legal bodies or staffs. In general the researcher

collected on average 5-6 hours recordings per case.
3.4. Research Design

The study employed exploratory and explanatory designs. (1) Exploratory
design has been used to describe events under the court-room investigations,
for example deceptions, anonymity, language use ambiguity etc. (2)
Explanatory design is used to look for the causes and effects of ambiguity,

falsified or inaccurate statements of suspects and witnesses.

3.5. Data Analysis Method

Forensic linguistics is linguistic and legal processes which often use
quantitative and qualitative methods. This study employed qualitative
methods to analyse the data. The Qualitative approach is used to oral and
text expressions and is used to organise and analyse the data in terms of
cause, consequence, nature and response to the crime (Miller, Copes, and

Hochstetler, 2015:3).
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In psychology three methods are used to detect falsified or fantasized
experiences of accusers, suspects and eyewitnesses. These are physiological,
psychological and Linguistic methods. Psychological and Linguistic methods
mainly deal with verbal and nonverbal expressions. Forensic psychologists
use SVA (Statement Validity Analysis Method), SCA (Scientific Content
Analysis Method) and RM (Reality Monitoring) methods to detect verbal and
nonverbal expressions. Forensic Linguists have used linguistic method, which

involves linguistic knowledge that relate to linguistic norms and discourse.
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Chapter Four: Result One (I)
4.1. Linguistic Features in a Bribery Case

The phrase language of bribery case is taken from Shuy (2013) and it gives
emphases to bribery case as a language domain crime. Language crime
domain is the type of crime that can be used to investigate a crime using
language as a tool. Before going into the details, it is important to response
the question of how the word bribery is articulated in the Ethiopian

Courtrooms.

In the Ethiopian Federal High Courtroom, the word bribery is unfamiliar,
instead the word Corruption (#71%) is very common and it is used to refer to
both meanings of bribery and corruption. However, these words have been
used to denote some altered meanings. As shown in chapter two, bribery is
both offering bribe as well as demanding bribe from another party.
Corruption is the act by an official who unlawfully and wrongfully uses his
position to procure some benefit for himself (Black 1996:345). As a result,
corruption and bribery imply impairment of public official’s duties. In
Ethiopia, bribery or corruption is a very common phenomenon and Ethiopia
is one of corrupted countries in the world, according to Transparency
International, ranked Ethiopia 120,111,113,110,108 out of 176 countries

between the years 2011—2016.
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Ambharic speakers practiced it in their day to day activities, without even

knowing it. Amharic speaking parents say to their children ?778C0U7 AZ@-Pg°

f0eS /jommadergillhin ?attawk’im tolo na/ literally "You just don’t know,

what I am going to do for you if you come quickly" and this phrase is like

a reward to encourage positive behaviour in children to do well. However,

gradually such kinds of motivations have led to inducement. Similarly, there

are many examples of Amharic expressions associated with bribery which are

made consciously or unconsciously by Amharic speakers. The following table

shows some examples.

No | Phrase Gloss

1 | hhhd’t ahhaw ‘You scratch my back and I'll scratch yours’
ikokillin likokillih

2 | 06w e ‘\-m AAC ,e,&m,q)‘g-\ ‘A man who has not used his position by
Siffom jalballa siffar jik'oc’c’awal demanding bribe, will regret it when he/she

loses his position’

3 AP av7q: avT)\GT 12 (ks ao b PP ‘Present or gift’
td3d3 monfa, mommalad3a, gas’s’a
barakat, moattajaja

4 | TAC T FTE LR v ‘Showing one’s face, waiting patiently’
ginbar masmaottat, dod3d3 t’inat

5 | ARFiH a0t TTACIE (T1018L) ‘Serving without being asked’
sajttazzezu  masrat, maforgad/
magobdad

6 | Té oAt ‘Wagging tails’
C’ira moak’ulat,

7 nA7C h%av.i\(m (Y3 Z'Q'. ‘Don’t come on foot, come with your
boaigr ?attimolalas baid3dz hid hands(use your hands’

g | A1 (A1LAH)T RIChOT @ (W1LOFT) Feed one another’

?agorrasa/sat,
?agorrasatftfiw/tftfat
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Table 2 Examples of expressions of soliciting bribery

Proverbs and expressions influence behaviours of speakers and provoke them
in to giving and ask for bribe. All the phrases and metaphoric expressions in
the table above are articulated in formal and informal settings and they show
how language speakers use and get bribe abusing by public and official

positions.

As we have seen in chapter two, the conceptual part of the study, selfishness
is a natural instinct. Human nature has the aspiration to get more to satisfy
desire. People try to get bribe or ask for it. But the way to get income by
unlawful profit has moral and legal consequence. In Ethiopia among Amharic
speakers, the moral restriction plays a great role in keeping people from

getting inappropriate income but still the society corrupt official duty.

Legal researchers such as Zemelak (2017:2) found out that the types of
corruption in Ethiopia are characterised as Petty Corruption such as giving
present or gift in the form of cattle of agricultural products gradually leading
to Grand Corruption like embezzlement of public funds, abuse of power etc.
Petty cash corruption is common during the imperial era, but now it is grand
corruption which has become common in the country. Due to the seriousness
of the problem, the Ethiopian government has declared a proclamation in
2015. The proclamation cited as the corruption crime proclamation No

881/2015. It was declared to address corruption offences in separate
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proclamation rather than make them part of criminal code due to fast

changing nature of the offence (2015:8154).
4.2. Bribery Event in Courtroom Interrogation

Lawyers in bribery case interrogate suspects and witnesses begin from any
word of promise. In 2015, the bribery proclamation, part 2, number 10, it is
sated that employee, public organization which directly or indirectly seek,
receive a promise, an advantage for himself or others in order to act in
violation of duties shall be punishable. Courtrooms interrogation is a formal
or systematic questioning of a person as being suspected of committed crime

by judges or Prosecutor.

The researcher observed that in Federal High Courtrooms, especially in
criminal cases, suspects blame police interrogations and deny Miranda
Right'” has been made before the trials. In a bribery case, very often the
suspects have witnessed that they were tortured by the police and most of

such suspects do not confirm to what they have admitted.

The trial gives a chance to the suspect to hear a defence witnesses. In the
Ethiopian procedural criminal code article 143/3, it is stated that where the
accused wishes to make a statement, he shall speak first. The accused may

not be cross-examined on his statement but the court puts questions to him

“The right to remain silent, the right to show legal counsel, and the right to be told that

anything he/she says can be used in court against him/her.
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for the purpose of clarifying any part of his statement. The setting makes
suspects feel free to defend charges and it makes their commitment very high
to convince the judicial hearing. In general, the study uses testimony of
defendants against themselves, Attorney’s witnesses and Prosecutor’s
witnesses testimonies. In line with this analysis of data is presented as

follows'8.
Case 1

Addis Ababa University, College of Health Science purchasers, Ato' Yilma
and W/ro?° Aregash, have been accused by The Federal High Court
Prosecutor and they are charged of 50,000 birr corruption. The Prosecutor
General read the charge to the trial:
In June 2008 Addis Ababa University, Black Lion Health Science College
announced an invitation to bid for dry food. W/ro Bizunesh registered and
submitted a sealed bid before the deadline. Then, Black Lion Health Science
College Purchasing Director sent the letter of award to W/ro Bizunesh via
the office of W/ro Aregash. In this instant suspects claimed a bribe because
suspects had helped her to win 1.5 million birr through the bidding process.
Finally they were arrested by the policy officers when they received 50,000

thousands birr from the accuser at Ras Hotel.

18 . . . el
In this research all the names of suspects and witness are fictitious name.

19 Ato is a title for Ethiopian adult

'W/ro is a title for Ethiopian married women
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Case 2

Ato Tesema was accused by the Federal High Court Prosecutor over one

million birr and the charge reads as follows;

Ato Tesema was accused in charge of over one million birr by the Federral
Public Prosecutor. According to the charge, Ato Tesema was assigned by the
Ethiopia Road Authority Agency in the Afar Regional State, Abala Woreda,
to estimate a farmland for compensation but he submitted a wrong report of
farmland estimation and the government paid one million extra birr

because of the wrong estimation.

In both cases suspects Ato Yilma, W/ro Aregash and Ato Tesema did not
plead to the charge. In the first case, suspects were denied the Miranda Right
and they told to the courtroom that they had been tortured by the police
officers. Second, during their testimony they reported the accusers did this

deliberately to harm them.

In the first case, when the judge asked Ato Yilma and W/ro Aregash for the
purpose of clarifying the statements, both of them responded, this was done
deliberately and they said that the accuser had a hidden mission to harm
them. Then suspects asked the court to defend the charge made against W/ro
Bizunesh. On November 22/2009 E.C, the attorney called for defence

witnesses. Before the defence witnesses’ testimonies, Ato Yilma and W/ro
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Aregash had made statements about the charge (the testimony of Ato Yilma

and W/ro Aregash is available in Annex 1 Case 1).

In the second case, Ato Tesema stated to the court, that his initial estimation
5.3 hectares of farm land were correct, but the auditing committee wrongly
reduced it to 3.3 hectares of farm land to deliberately hurt me. Then Ato
Tesema made a testimony in his own defence (the testimony available in

Annex 1, Case 2).

4.3. Speech Event

Gumperz as cited in Shuy (2015) interviews, committee negotiations,
courtroom interrogations and formal hearings, public debates and discussions
are recognized as examples of speech events. The term speech event has been
introduced by Hymens (1972). It is a type of communicative event in which
the speech is the main component. It includes meeting, conference, wedding,
courtroom testimony, funeral etc. Shuy (2013:5) stated that bribery takes
place in speech events and has its own requirements and participants. The
participants have a shared schema and agenda. In the bribery case, the
speech event can appear in the surfaces as cause, proposed negotiation, offers

and completions. The details are presented as follows
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Bribery Case 1
Phase 1: Cause

W/ro Bizunesh said that on 20 January 2008 E.C, Addis Ababa
University, Black Lion Hospital College of Health Science dialled and
appointed me to take the award letter. On the same day, I went to the
College and took the letter. After that, W/ro Aregash told me she did

some favours to win the bid and she asked me my cell phone number.
Phase2: Proposed Negotiation

Three days later on 23 January, W/ro Aregash and W/ro Bizunesh met
at Kaldis Coffee shop, around Mexico, Addis Ababa. Again, two days
later, W/ro Aregash appointed W/ro Bizunesh around Beharawi, Addis
Ababa and when W/ro Bizunesh arrived at the café (the name of café
is not mentioned by the accuser) W/ro Aregash was sitting with Ato
Yilma and she introduced him to W/ro Bizunesh as her boss. Later
on, he said, we had helped you to win 1.5 million in the bidding
process and as a reward you should pay 130,000 birrs to us. W/ro
Bizunesh replied to them that she had no such amount of money and
asked them for more time to think and discuss about it with friends.
Then, they made the next appointment to be on January 30/2008 and

left the café.
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Phase 3: Report to Police or Legal Body
Before the date of appointment, W/ro Bizunesh reported to K’irkos
Sub-city (Kiflo koatoma) Woreda (Warada) 5 justice office, and raised
the issue to W/ro Alemi, the head of the office. On January 30/2008
W/ro Bizunesh prepared Forty Seven Thousands Birr (47,000) birr in
check and Three Thousands Birr (3000) birr in cash and went to W/ro
Alemi’s office. Afterward, W/ro Bizunesh and W/ro Alemi went to
K’era Police office and reported the case to the officer. The officer
copied the check and some Hundred Birr notes of the cash. Finally,
W/ro Bizunesh and W/ro Alemi went to Ras Hotel with the two police

officers by a police vehicle.
Phase 4: Offers

W/ro Bizunesh met Ato Yilma and W/ro Aregash at Ras Hotel and had
a cup of macchiato, and W/ro Bizunesh gave the envelope with the
check and the three thousands birr in cash to Ato Yilma and W/ro

Aregash after that W/ro Bizunesh left the table.
Phase 5: Completion

The police officers caught Ato Yilma and W/ro Aregash and they took

them to Kera (K’era) Police Office.

First, from the phases of the speech event, we recognized that the bribery

case started with a normal business process but suddenly changed into
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bribery. As can be seen in Phase 2, Negotiation, there is a phrase that refers
to the agreement between the two parties "We had helped you to win 1.5
million through the bidding process, so as a reward you should pay
130,000 birrs to us". It was an oral agreement made between the suspects and
the accusers’ it was not a written agreement because it would be a crime to
do that, and both parties were triggering to get benefit illegally. Such a

negotiation is known as Language Crime Scene Phase.

Second, W/ro Bizunesh accepted the negotiation but she asked an interval
time to think about it. She said "I asked them for time to think and discuss with
friends" from this statement the researcher infers that W/ro Bizunesh felt that
she had lost the bid, so she accepted the negotiation. During time intervals

she communicated the issue to police offices.
Corruption Case 2
Phase 1: Cause

In January 2007 E.C, Ato Tesema was assigned by Ethiopian Road

Authority to pay compensation for estimated farmland.

Phase 2: Negotiation
Not known
Phase 3: Offers
Some amount of money was paid to committee members who were

estimating the farmland on behalf of Ato Tesema.
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Phase4: Completion

Ato Tesema reported 5.6 hectares of land should be paid for in
compensation. The Federal Prosecutor charged him with more than
one million birr, for raising the estimate of land from 3.3 hectares of

land, to 5.6 for which he was paid.

The main difference between bribery and corruption is that the latter lacks
negotiation phase or language crime scene. In Police Offices and courts, the
negotiations between the parties are not considered as a focus area of the

crime.

As we stated in case 2, the negotiation phase is not described but in the
bribery case the negotiation phase certainly contains the oral agreement
between the parties. This does not mean that corruption always ignores the
language crime but the guilt of corruption case is primarily related to official
duties and Prosecutor witnesses are asked to responed to questions as to how

a suspect abuses his/her official power.
4.4. Schema

This sub-parts of the study concerns with identifying the identity of the
suspect as revealed by the expression they use. Schema is an account of the
world knowledge in discourse understanding and other cognitive tasks. Many

inferences made in a discourse comprehension which is schema driven.
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However, some inferences appear to be necessary and others are less certain
about (van Dijk and Kintsch 1983:48&49). In case (1) there are three main
participants, these are Ato Yilma, W/ro Aregash and W/ro Bizunesh. The first
two are guilty of Fifty Thousands Ethiopian Birr (50,000), and W/ro Bizunesh
is the accuser of the suspects. In Case (2) the suspect was not clearly stated as
he has not told his name. However, he fragmentally explained his official

responsibility as Ethiopian Road Authority Consultant Agent in Afar.

In forensics linguistics, speech event and schema phases are considered like a
smoke or a clue. In each phase, the researcher observes an indication like a
smoke out a gun, for example Amharic speakers say "A4F 0AAQ0TF G20 ALeROT"
meaning "no smoke without fire". On the basis of few signs, forensic linguists
dig out more linguistic evidence from the text; besides the study identified
important linguistic cues detected from the expressions. These are presented

under the following subtopics.
4.5. Linguistic Cues in Bribery Case

The study finds linguistic cues that show deception or problem of
commitment to explain the story about a particular bribery event. To
identify the cues, the study employed three steps (1) Measuring typical truth
expressions or statements based on the linguistic rules (2) Assessing deviation
from this norm (3) Counting the frequency of the deviating collocations. The

linguistics norm refers to contradiction of expressions, tense of verb, noun
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and pronoun (introducing the name, improper use of pronoun), irrelevant
information becomes important, missing information (unnecessary
connection), out of sequence of information, time and unbalanced statement.
All these linguistic cues are tested by manipulation theory, mental model
theories and Grice’s cooperative principles (Maxims) and Amharic grammar
norms. The details of data presentations and discussions are presented as

follows.

4.5.1.  Avoiding Liability or No Denial of Allegation

Avoiding a liability is the main linguistic manifestation of a bribery case. For

example, the following is taken from the extracts of the bribery cases (1) and

(2).
No Statements Information
structure
BDS212 | Nz 2C 9°%9° 0910195 F@+ 1€ PA9° Negation
ko ine gar minnim jommi-jaggen-ann-atftf-ow nagar jollom
CONJ 1S with nothing REL- connect:IPFV-1S-3S:;,,y.3MS.OBJ issue nothing
(That) they have/there is Nothing to do with me
BDS2 | vA&Aa® hith AQh ARLAU-IP Negation
?as’dak’-i komite ?abal ?aj-dalla-hu-mm
approve-1S committee member NEG- be-1S-Ncm
I am not member of the approval committee
BDS9 NPCN 244% ATt NFHHNF 920t Word formation

bo-K’irb halafi-je ?ammakanpninnat bo-t-azzoz-ku-t mosarat,
CONJ-close boss-POSS:1S  in order to CONJ-PASS-order-1S-3MS.OBJ. based

As (I)was ordered by my immediate boss

(passive)

2 Bribery case defendant statement
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204 hQLAU-T°

BDS10 Negation
halafi ?aj-dosll-a-hu-mm
manager NEG- be: :PFV-3MS-1S-NCM
I am not (the) manager
BDS11 | (WA #7¢- AR 9°%9° AT DALYTH PAA Prosody and
bo- izza- sira laj minnim ?ajnat halafi-nnat jo-lell-o-pn intonation
LOC- that-work on nothing kind power-1S- FOC REL-nothing:PFV-1S
I have no responsibility having with that job
BDS12 | P07 AP PN Prosody and
jo-ma-wass-an 2ak’k’im  jo-lell-o-nn intonation
REL-NOM-decide:PFV-ACC power REL-nothing-3MW-18§
I do not have/ having no power to decide
LI D7 PPOLH ANT WILANT Prosody and
BDS12 | Corstaw-u-n  jo-ma-sorroz sil’an  innido-lell-o-pn
bid- DEF -ACC REL-NOML-cancel:PFV power = CONJ-nothing-3MS-1S intonation
I do not have/having no authority to cancel the bid
ATIng £CE-E N9LAM™ aPavg P 1@+ (¢ aPde-T LAY Word formation
BDS21 ?ammakari diridzdzit-u ba- imm-i-sat’-an mommarija now

Consultancy organization-DEF CONJ- REL-3MS-give:IPFV-1P instruction COP
sira mo-sira-t jo-all-a-bb-ipn
work NOML-doing-3MS.OBJ REL-be:PFV-3MS-APPL:1S

I will be doing a job by the instructions the Consultant Agency

gives me.

(passive)

Table 3 Linguistic Cues that Show the Denial of Allegation

The expressions in the table above show that the suspects are appealing to

save themselves from accountability and to escape from the state of being a

criminal. Consciously, they use two techniques (1) Negative information

structure, to avoid themselves from responsibility, for example in BDS2

/?2ajdallohum/ meaning "l am not", in BDS12 /jalellann/ meaning "having no",

/indlellonn/ meaning "I do not have " all these negative expressions are used to

avoid responsibilities but when suspects use many of such phrases their

statements may contradict each other. For example, in annex 1 BDS8 W/ro
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Aregash said "I was the organizer of the auction" and then she contradicts it in
the table BDS 11, states /bazza sira laj minnim Z2ajnat halafinat jalellon/
meaning "I have no responsibility on that job". These statements are
violating maxim of manner, manipulated to deceit the truth and

contradicting the individual gist effect.

(2) Passivizing information structure, this helps the defendants to avoid the
responsibility and the suspect’s role is changed from agent to patient. In this
process, suspects substitute others in their place (mostly substitutes are
unknown or they have no legitimacy in that particular context). In BDS9,
W/ro Aregash said /bok’rib halafije ?ammakanninat batazzazkut masarat/
meaning "by the order of my immediate boss" and after she said that in BDS8 she
said "I was the organizer of the auction”. This shows that, when she change
sentence eight (8) to nine (9) she replaced the boss as agent of the action.

And yet the speech event the boss or agent is unfamiliar to the hearer.

In case 2, Ato Tesema was assigned by the Ethiopian Road Authority to
estimate and report farmland in Afar Regional State, Abala Woreda. The
Authority paid compensation to the farmers, on the basis of the report by Ato
Tesema. But he denied liability and said /?ammakari diridgdsitu bammisat’an
mammorija naw sira masrat jallobinn/ meaning "l have to work based on the

advice of the consulting agency".
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As we saw in chapter two, the message that people are trying to convey is,
manipulated in way of making them feel comfortable. They adjust the the
message transmission path. One of these is to keep the doer of the action
from appearing invisible. As noted in the above examle w/ro Aregash and
Ato Tesema have passivized sentences or manuulated transmission path of
the message they coveyed. Besides the judge, the prosecutor and the suspects

are not conscious of the information structure of the phrases and sentences.

4.5.2.  Contradiction of the Testimomny

In semantic theory, meaning relations do not only exist between words, they
also occur among phrases and sentences. Phrasal and sentential levels of
semantic relations are classified into (1) Tautology and (2) Contradiction
(Lyons 1996:149). Tautology is traditionally defined as propositions of
sentences which are necessarily true by the virtue of their logical form. On
the other hand, contradiction refers to propositions of sentences that are

necessarily false by virtue of their logical form.

This section of the study focuses on the contradiction or logical
incompatibility of utterances of suspects. The utterances have been taken
from suspects and defense witness as who have a shared knowledge of the
event. Therefore, the study classified contradiction in to two, (1)
Contradiction between the two or more suspects when they appear as defense

witness, (2) Contradiction of oneself (self-contradiction). W/ro Aregash
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contradicted during her testimony with Ato Yilma. In annexl BDS5 Ato

Yilma said that

oA AMSHNI® ANLT ATOM (7L HELHT NAIMT, 3877

misa sile-all-jaz-ku-nn ?abro-n inn-iwt’-a ba-immi-I

lunch CONJ-NEG-hold-1S-1S.0BJ together-2P  1PL-out:IPFV-1PL. CONJ-REL-say:IPFV
to-jajze-n ba-?agat’ami hed-n

PASS-hold:RECP-2P CONJ- incident go: PFV-2P

"I did not have lunch and let’s go out to gather for lunch it is by chance that we

went out together”.
However, W/ro Aregash in BDS14 said that

@FL. (Lt P4 ANA APELh ALAU-
wada bet-e misa li-ball-a ijjo-hedk-u ij-all-ohu
CONJ- house-POSS:1S lunch 1S-eat:IPFV-1S ~ PROG-go:IPFV-1S while-be:IPFV-1S

"While I was going to my home for lunch"

The contradiction between suspects and defense witness as refers to
statements, ideas which are opposed to one another. From the sentences
given above, the study infers that suspects went out to eat lunch together is
necessarily false by the virtue of the logical form of the sentence she was going
home to eat lunch. Thus, if she went out to have lunch with Ato Yilma, there is
no need of saying I was going home for lunch. Ato Yilma and W/ro Aregash
have shared knowledge of the event. This means that semantic memory of
suspects are responsible for the main reason why suspects appeared at that
place (Ras Hotel), and there is no aggravating cause to check the gist effect of

the suspect.
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Contradiction of oneself refers to the questions of why one does or says

something that is opposite in meaning to something else that one said or did

earlier. During a defense testimony, in annex1l, BDS14 W/ro Aregash said

*,U01SD220 IDY] UO 2ID10qD]]09 03 Y3Noyl [ pup 221ffo a3uvyd 03 3u103

SDM [ 3SNDI2Qq 19339] IDY] 93 PUD UOOWLOYD Y] Ul 3Y AU3S J,UDD U3y P]OI [ dWwl Paj)pd aYys Uaym
ST-YUuIy3-d[PY-SSVd-TINON-0}
9-qissel leqeq-el-ew-e|

JuspUl -1Beyl-AqQ pue SINE-Add:RW0I3q-NOD 23UeYd-TdI-(NOD 9910 asnedaq g0 SINE-99S-INON-03
wejeddey ezz-eq BUUE  e-UOy-e[is Ife-tuu-f oI11q wnje(uyrw  Je-fe-ur -

IoNR] DDV-IeY) ST:A[qe-DAN-THY-NOD  ASE-ST-2AI9S-SSVd-SNVD-INOD UoouId)e g0 ST-[[8d-SAE-INOD ASE:NOUd
aqqepqgep ut-uuel [if-[e-ww-ers Je-pi-33eu-e)-se-[ jegessey  UUF-[[Imop-BI-IS ©,,SSt

VY
IUU-+FaoV bolweY HU 5Y L VO DTV DV abthdtlUad 13boV V5V 448 VikVboVU Lblo50V LYV LVV-054LY TY

that

However in the cross examination she denied what she had said above,
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Prosecutor- lo-moa-rd-at ?asb-ow now izza jo-k’ot’or-u-at ?
to-NOML-help-3MS.OBJ think-:2S;,,, COP there REL-appoint:PFV 2S-;,-3FS Q

“You think it is to help her you appointed there?"

W/ro A-nomalst jan-n  dobdabbe ?aji-tftfe tikikkil now wajm

NEG means that-ACC letter see-1S  correct COP  or
?aj-dslo-mm  ls-ma-nnager la-lela nagor ?al-te-gonann-sn-imm
NEG-correct-NCM to- NOML-speak to-other thing NEG-PASS-meet:RECP-1P-NCM

"No, I mean to see that the letter is correct, we were not met there for anything else"

As can be seen in BDS 14 W/ro Aregash appointed W/ro Bizunesh at Ras
Hotel to help her see the letter. However, when the Prosecutor cross
examined she responded with uncertainty by saying, for example "no, I
mean..." is violates the maxims of manner and "...we were not meeting for

anything else" She might be appointed her for a different purpose.

In addition, W/ro Aregash contradicted herself while she gave a statement of
accusation and at the testimony of cross examination. When she was
defending the charge, the judge asked the following questions to clarify parts
of her statements. The premises of w/o Aregash was based on the true
experiences but to defend the case she manipulated the information and the
discourse became falter and contradicted from what was said before. The

following data taken from bribery annex 1case 1 cross examination section
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5T FLPON NANA +19713TU- hdh @10-¢ &ih 102
Judge: Si-tti-dowawwal-u ba-?akal to-gonap-t-atftfhu iske-m-awrat diras now ?

CONJ-2PL-call:RECP-2P  INST -body PASS-meet-2P-2PL CONJ-NOML-talk upto COP Q

"When you call each others, was it until you talk face to face?"
O/C ALDN: © NANA P77 07 7 10-::
W/ro A: no-bo-?akal ja-gon-hu-at jan k’an now
NEG-with-body REL-meet:PFV-1S-2FS that day COP
"No it was that day I met her physically".

8%°: hH N4t FLPOA 1NC

Judge : Ko-zza-bofit  ti-ddowawwa-lu nabbor?
from-that-before =~ 2P-callRECP-2P AUX-PFV
"Did you call each other before then"

O/C hON: § AILPOAI®

W/ro A: No ?a-nni-dowawa-l-mm
NEG NEG-1PL-call:RECP-1PL-NCM

“No we did not call each other"

Then in the cross examination session, the Prosecutor asked her a similar

question after an hour.

AP0, V1:- D 04+ TLPDN 10C?

Prosecutor: ko-zza bofit ti-ddowawwsal-u nabbar?
from-tha- before 2P- call:REC-2P AUX:PFV Q

"Before that, were you calling one nother?"

O/WCI0: WIRIVIGD-9° teBlet FLD-ANT N-OHT (LCP IC FaPMAT

W/ro A : indo mannpawm toc’aratf ti-owwilil-innp-all-otftf bas-bzat biroj-e gar ti-moat’-all-otftf
like  anyone bidder 3FS-call-1S.0BJ-be : NPST -3FS CONJ-many office-POSS:1S with 3FS-
come-be:IPFV-3FS

"She often calls me like any other bidder and she often comes to my office"
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The above examples show that W/ro Aregash contradicted herself when she
gave the responses to the judge and the Prosecutor. The types and the
objectives of questions that were asked by the judge and the Prosecutor were
different. The judge asked simple and direct questions to clarify statements of
the suspect while the prosecutor asked a cross examination question to
impeach the fact that she was presenting against the charge made to her and

Ato Yilma.

4.5.3.  Tense of the Verb

In Amharic there is a set of rules and forms for appropriate use of language.
Tense of verbs have a significant role to transmit message. Deviating from the
norm or rule makes the message vague and ambiguous. In courtrooms, the
sequence of actions should follow proper linguistic rules, otherwise it will
invite ambiguous interpretation, loss of credibility and ultimately
punishment. In this context the proper linguistic rule refers to procedures at
the court that always come after the events were done or already occurred.
Therefore, it should be stated in the past tense form (Susan1996:8).In
addition tense of verbs have been used as a cue of manipulation. Very often a
suspect of crime cases violates the quality and the manner of the
conversation by changing the narration of the past event into the present and

the future forms.
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The following data is taken from Annex 1 Bribery Case 2

No

Future and Present Tense of Verbs

BDS20a

Y 2R N T T
Kontakt ma-drag jo-all-a-bb-inn
Contact NOML-does REL-exist:PFV-3MS-APPL:1S

I must contact

BDS20b

avG L eTII° AHD- A7TNG &C8-k OC 10
Monorij-atftf-in-m  izzaw ?2ammakari diridgdzit-u gar now
residence- POSS-1PL-FOC there consultant organization-DEF with COP

Our residence is with the consultant agent

BDS21

L:CeE NTLAMT avavs e
dirdsit-u ba-immi-sat’-an  mammorija
organization-DEF via-REL-give:IPFV-1S  guideline

As per the guideline of the organization

BDS21

av g PN
moa-srat  ja-all-a-bb-inn
NOML-work REL-exist:PFV-3MS.OBJ-APLL -1S

I must work

BDS21

L9° A% 10+
donbu-m the now

rule- FOC  this-COP

this is the convention

Table 4 Tense of Verbs

As showed under the topic
Ethiopian Road Authority to estimate the compensation fee for a farm land in
the Afar Regional State, Abala Woreda, and he accomplished this two years
ago. Therefore the courtroom expected the testimony to be narrated in simple
past and past perfect forms. However, the phrases in the table above show

that the reports are in the future or present tense. The suspect was using
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these phrases to explain his wish, and no to narrate what really happened or
what he did in his official duty. These clues lead to explanations for the cause
of deviation from the linguistic norms and trigger the study to ask the
following questions: (1) Did Ato Tesema knows the place which was
designated by the Ethiopian Road Authority? (2) Did he stay with the

consultant agency in the place which is called Abala?

In BDS 20a, Ato Tesema said "I must Contact'. The modal verb "must" has in
Ambharic the equivalent "jallobinn" which he uses to express possibility or
opinion about something that is logically very likely. The second word
"contact” is in simple present form. The speaker is logically correct but it does
not indicate the exact moment he contacted the consultant. The other verb is
"do" or "does" and the Amharic equivalent is "madrag”, which is averbal noun
in Amharic. It is used to explain an action future time. Again in BDS20b the
affirmative copula /now/ "is" refers to a present time. Therefore, in BDS20a
and 20b, the reported action did not happen but Ato Tesema tried to

convince the court with sensible narratives.

To come to the above discussion and the charge made, auditors reported that
Ato Tesema did not go to Abala Woreda of Afar Regional State to know the
exact place before he went to Abala with the auditing committee. The
committee members measured the farmland as 3.3 hectares for compensation

payment. Compared to what was reported by Ato Tesema there was 2.3
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hectare difference. The auditors concluded that Ato Tesema did not know the

place. By the same token, when Ato Tesema presented the testimony he said

0F@7 A D-PDI° U4 10 PA Tk AL PHELIPD- 77 N F T DAL, AALFAU-::

bota-w-n ?aj-awk’e-w-imm  jomm-i-1 now k’aloguba?e-w laj jo-to- forroms-w  ine gin
place-DEF-ACC NEG-know- 3MS-NCM REI-3MS-say:IPFV COP minute-DEF on REL-PASS- sign-DEF 1S but
bota-w-n wasidzdz-e ?as-ajj-itftf-all-shu

place-DEF-ACC take-1S  CASS-see-1S-NPST-1S.0BJ
"The committee members in their minutes reported that he does not know the place,

but I took them and showed them the place".

This implies that there was doubt as to when he showed the place to the
auditors. This invites the study to investigate whether Ato Tesema knew the
place or not. The following topic shows how the deceptive defendants fail to

explain about people, place and event involved in a scene.

4.5.4.  Social Introduction and Use of Pronoun

According to Sapir (1987), deceptive persons often fail to introduce people
involved in events. Susan (1996:3) discussed that truthful people produce
statements in the first person singular pronoun "T" deviating from the norm
which invites lawyers or police officers to ask carefully. Susan’s suggestion
does not always work in Amharic because Amharic speakers prefer to use the
third person "issu/issua/inna" he/she/we instead of /ine/ "I'. There are two
reasons why they use third person singular and first person plural pronouns.
The fact is (1) humility, Amharic speakers use the pronoun "we" to show
humbleness, in contrast to "I'" which shows arrogance, over confidence, self-

importance etc. and culturally it is not preferred by speakers. (2) The second
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is to obscure the subject, mostly 3™ person singular or plural pronouns are

used to make things impersonal.

In the courtroom, defendants use the pronoun "I", but not in a vantage point
of discourse. For example, during the defendant testimony, Ato Tesema
frequently said /ine/ meaning "' to show faithfulness to the court and the

study found out it was the second most frequent word used.

No | words Transcription | gloss Frequency
1 | now is 94
COP
2 | A ine I 53
18
3 | 044 bahuala later 22
ADV

However, the pronoun "I' was collocated for irrelevant information in this
particular case. The following table shows the bigram collocations taken from
bribery case (2) and the examples have been selected based on the level of

frequency among a total of collocated phrases.

No | Collocations Transcription Gloss

1 ('A%, A7), (ine, 2ahun) (I, at this time)
2 ('A%, 'a17), (ine, gin) (I, but)

3 (0, 'hy), (bshuala, ine) (later, I)

4 (‘A%77, ‘WY, (ihenn,ine) (this one, I)

5 ('A%, 'nodt"), (ine,boawak’tu) (I, at that time)
6 ('A%, '€2.97"), (ine,fis’s’um) (I, absolutely)
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Table 5 Bigram Collocations

These phrases show the context of "I" used by Ato Tesema. During the
testimony "I' does not collocate with the action done by Ato Tesema.
Therefore, the use of the pronoun "I" does not guarantee directness of

suspects.

Some of the suspects fail to introduce the place, event and people involved in

events. The following data taken from annex (1) bribery case (1) and Case (2).

No Phrases Glosses

BDS21 | Prmba® (7 the location mentioned
jo-to-t’ak’k’as-ow bota
REL-PASS-mention:PFV-3MS.OBJ place

BDS21 | AA FPOd®- (13 If I want to describe the location of
silo-ta-t’ak’k’as-aw bota maglas’ bi-follig the place mentioned
CONJ-PASS-mention-3SM.OBJ place describe = CONJ-want:IPFV

BDS16 | li-ffot-a, li-ffat-u, jo-al-tftf-al-u  sira-wotftf nobbaru | There were that could nont have
CONJ-solve-3MS.0BJ CONJ-solve-3PL REL-NEGable:PFV-3PL work: PL AUX:PFV | poon colved

BDS17 | 175 @I9° 11C &HE having solved everything
mannippnawwinm nagar fot-itftfe
everything issue solve-1S

BDS4 A% 11 that QAT A%t when this thing is said happened”
the nagar to-kassot-o  ba-ta-bal-a-bb-at sazat

this thing  PASS-happen-3MS CONJ-PASS-say-3MS-APPL-3MS.OBJ time

Table 6 fail to introduce the name of the place and time

As we have seen in DBS21, Ato Tesema repeatedly said "bota" meaning
"location or place". But the court and the hearers are not familiar with the
location of what the suspect wanted to indicate. In other words, he failed to
state the location. In BDS 16 and 17, he was assigned on the job to solve

problems and he said "there were problematic jobs", without specifying the
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problem. Again, he said "I have solved everything" but there was no problem
given that required solution. In addition, there is no clear statement that

refers to a way out of such problem.

In casel DBS4, Ato Yilma said "when this thing is said happened". This
statement fails to state the specific event. It is a way to evade from the event,
because as we have seen in the speech event of W/ro Aregash and Ato Yilma
they directly participated in the event and they know what happened to them
and when it happened. To conclude the discussion, failure to introduce the
name of place, person, and event occurs if (1) the suspects have not been to
the particular place and event and (2) they want to avoid themselves from

the crime scene.

4.5.5. Unimportant Information Become Important

In the courtroom, defendants and witnesses explain details of personal
information that are seemingly not important or relevant for the cases. The
researcher observed such information given deliberately by defendants who
try to shift the focus of judges or Prosecutors. In Annex(1), in the bribery
case one, Ato Yilma was arrested by the policy officers when he received
50,000 thousands birr from the accuser but during the testimony he tried to
shift the focus of the lawyers’. The following table shows examples of

irrelevant information.
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Phrases

BDS1

A%.0 AN 27000t Y 0@ APTLT hefo-9® (1 LL0& A7%.04A TLCT 0719 t7 enrhevt
AGtE Th::

?adis 2afafa junivarsiti ba-zzih muja  si-k’at’ro-nn kifijja-w-m
Addis Ababa university in-this profession CONJ-employe-1S payment-3MS.OBJ-FOC

bo UNICEF ind-i-kaffal to-dorg-o to-smamt-on jo-kontrat sarratopna nanj.
via- UNICEF COMP-3MS-pay PASS -done-CVB :3MS PASS-agree:RECP-1P GEN-contract employee COP:1S

I am a contract purchaser, when I was employed by Addis Ababa University, we agreed
the salary to be paid by UNICEF,

BDS2

ANEAN, L9 P2 (16 PaPch't add 10+
Ispefalt dogmo jo-ine sira jo-madhanit c’arata now.
especially again GEN-1S work GEN- medicine bid COP

Especially, I have to do with auction of pharmaceutical.

BDS4

Az LTIMPLD 1O F 55 TLALT 1C ATHCSTTH Rl 10+

Ine jomm-a-zzogad3d3-ow ba-wak’tt-u 55 milijon birr in(t)arnafnal c’arota
1S REL-1S-prepare:IPFV-3MS.OBJ via-time-DEF 55 million birr international bid
jo-madahanit giz3 ijj-azegadzdz-o-hu now.

GEN- medicine purcahse while-prepare:-3MS-1S COP

at the time, I was preparing a 55 million birr international tender for medicine

Table 7 using unimportant information to evade from the truth

Phrases and words in bold, "be paid by UNICEF", 'pharmaceutical auction"”and
"I was preparing a 55 million birr international tender for medicine” are not
important for the testimony. These phrases contain dual meanings or dual

textual.

a. My salary is paid by UNICEF- implies I earned more than those who
are paid by local institution, so I am rich.
b. I was preparing 55 million birr international tender — implies I have

not been concerned with local bide, I am an international purchaser.

Finally Ato Yilma, said that the accuser did that to deliberately dismiss him

from his job,
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U7 00 hH LPPHTF7 T4 AALT DH (6 ATSPA PF3PL TrT W7L TSN ANTIHAAY-::

hon to-blo

demoz-atftf-in t’iru sila-hon-a

ko-izza sira lo-m- affonak’sl

deliberate PASS-say:CVB:3MS salary-POSS-1P good CONJ-become-3MS from- that- work cONj- NOML-getoff

jo-ta-k’k’ad-a ma-hon-u-n

indi-t-radd-u-li-pp

?as-gonazb-all-a-hu

REL-PASS-plan:PFV-3MS NOML-become-3MS.OBJ-ACC CONJ-3PL-understand-3PL-APPL-1S CAUS-explain- AXU:NPST-

3MS-1S

“I call you to understand, since our salary is good, this is done deliberately to dismiss from

our job".

Therefore, the above extra responses are used to shift the focus of judge and

reduce the severity of the punishment. In addition, while Ato Tesema was

asked contingency questions by the judge and he was responding the

questions with statements of no relevance and the responses of the suspect

violated the maxims of quality and quantity. The following table shows the

questions and responses between the judge and Ato Tesema.

N | The Contingency Questions by Judge Responses by Ato Tesema Maxims
o
1 | Pra#0@- (1F P7AA77 At L 1% A AL 0T NF AT 1D Quantity
Ja-ta-t’ak’k’ss-aw  bota jomm-i-l-u-tn #i.man-now ihe  jo-masno bota
REL-PASS-mention-3MS:OBJ place REL-3MS-say:IPFV2S,,,,.3MS.OBJ | IDEO:who COP this GEN—irrigaa'on place
ijjo-t’ak’as-u-t ji-hid-u malot naw
REL-mention:IPFV-2S,,,y-3MS.OBJ  2S,,,x-80-:IPFV-2S0x means COP
You said that, the place was mentioned, Hmm what was it, it was irrigation farm
mention it the name of the place land
9 | PhF o BI Pl £CT IP2€73 12 Fe,(C 10 (0P 73 CCCET +md 757 Ak AVST Quantity
Ja-?ato mekuannit ja-sra dirfa mindin now? | 7 7 a5
GEN-title- Mekuanint REL-work:PFV role what COP Q Jufer now ba-wak’tu gin  jo-dridzdsit
What is the job description of Ato Mekuannt? | 4river COP at-time  but  GEN-organization
tat’ari napn ine ?ihadeg nann bil-o-pn-all
responsible-COP:1s:POSS I EPRDF COP-1S:POSS say:CVB-1S-
be:3MS:NPST
He is a driver, but at that time he said
that I am a representative of EPRDF
3 | dAh s Acn” AA..
Si-llok-a nabbar-u irswo? ii...! .
Quantity
CONJ- measure-3MS exist:PFV-2S,,y  2Su0n Q Hmm...
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Were you there when they measured it?

a.nh s Aca®?
Si-llok-a nobbar-u irswo?

Ah. 1737C i.nh
ii... ba-metr sil-lok-a?

Quality
CONJ- measure-3MS exsist:PFV-3MS.OBJ 25,y Q IDEO by-meter CONJ —measure-3MS.OBJ Q
were you there when it was measured it? Hmm.. When it is measured by a meter?
h&f hovdgov (147 hills hho94+27F IC A 48| ATihTA. 17hha A 281D~ jw-::
ANFAV- 10~ Pogs: PR
Egzaktlr ba-tikkil indazaw Quality

Kifjja ka-moa-ffas’am-u bofit ka-nabbar-u
Payment CONJ-NOML-pay-3MS.OBJ before CONJ-exist:PFV-3S;,,y
komite-wotft[ gar  ?2abrre hedzdz-e
committee-PL with  together  go-1S
lokkitft[-all-ohu now jommi-l-u-t?
measure-be:NPST-1S COP  REL-say:IPFV -2S,,,,-3MS.OBJ Q

Before the government paid the compensation,
had you measured it with the committee

members?

exactly CONJ-correct IDEO:like that
Exactly, correct like that

Table 8 Contingency Questions of the Judge and Ato Tesema’s Responses

From the above we observe that Ato Tesema violated the maxims of quantity
and quality. Some of the responses by the defendant are not relevant for the
contingency questions. For example the judge asked "What is the job
description of Ato Mekuannt? "the response by the defendant was "He is a driver,
but at that time he told me that he was a representative of EPRDF". The correct
response should have been he was a driver, but Ato Tesema added the extra
information to deviate the focus of the judge “he told me that he was a
representative of EPRDF". Then, the judge asked further questions like "Before
the government paid the compensation to the farmers, did you measure the land
with the committee members?“ the defendant said "Exactly, correct like that".
The word "exactly" suggest agreement with the questions but the phrase "like

that' denotes uncertainty which implies that Ato Tesema agrees with the
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questions of the judge but he was not confident with the response he gave.
This means that he did not measure the farmland before the government paid

the compensation money to the farmers.

As shown above in a bribery case, oral negotiations between the two parties
considered as language of a crime scene and it take place in speech events
that have own structural requirements. However, language crimes are not
considered a crime in the courts, and when the researcher was conducting
the observation has not seen a criminal who was charged with asking orally
for money directly or indirectly. On the other hand, all of the perpetrators in

the study directly abused their power and received money.

As we have seen above, the study discussed the use of various linguistic
methods in which assists to detect a suspect try to escape using a variety of
methods to protect him/her from suspected crime. These linguistic methods
are as follows speech event, schema, tense, pronouns, contradictions, and
social introductions. The study has examined the suspects and witness’s
discourse. Finally, the study has shown that when suspects desist from the
facts, they violate the maxims of quality and manner frequently through
tense of verbs, and contradict shared knowledge and episodic memories. Also,

they have been denying the allegation of their duties.
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Chapter Five: Result (II)

Linguistic Features in a Murder Case
5.1. Introduction

This section of the study presents an empirical data of a murder case, and
mainly the study responses the following two of the research questions, (1)
what are the linguistic features attested in murder cases? And (2) how do
linguistic tools are used to detect fabricated expressions of suspects and

testimonies?

There are many deeds and accounts in a daily activity of the Ambharic
speakers which are considered to be a norm or a tradition instead of a crime,
for example a revenge or disclosure of heroic aspect is done deliberately and

is not considered as a crime and it has even been encouraged by the society.

Traditionally, boys and girls (in a rare case) are being trained to become
aggressive and revengeful from their early childhood. The training includes,
giving personal names like "€9° avAfi"/domm mollaf/ ‘revengeful’ literally "
revenge', tell the story of enmity, proverbs etc. Such rite prepares a boy or a
girl to become avenger. Revenge is a deliberate act of thorough preparation

and the society appreciates avengers and hence there is feeling of guilt.
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Sometimes there is an act of accidental killing of the innocent or harming
them. Killing unintentionally occurs as a result of changed of normal state of
mind to an altered state of mind. In such state one kills an innocent person.
It is not simply out of a man or a woman doing it. As Toch (1979) argued
crime is the result of Id dominated action because society informally teaches
individuals to protect themselves. For example, in Amharic, there is a
proverb "4g¢L9ey ¢Lar@-"/sajk’adimh kidomow/ meaning "Kill him before he
kills you". Thus a man recalls this episodic memory and makes an abrupt

decision.

In modern Ethiopia, revenge is common but not in a visible way because it is
crime. A suspect after committing a crime tries to hide all the evidences. Also
a man, who kills accidentally, does the same thing to protect himself.
Researchers from different fields tried to develop tools to detect a criminal in
a murder case. For example, as we have seen in chapter two, Shuy (2014)
states four phases. Phase one and phase three deal with the actual plan of
killing. In these phases linguists get records, letters and diaries or messages
etc. but it is often difficult to get such linguistic evidence from suspects. In
Phase two and four, linguists, focuses on the utterances or testimonies of

suspects and witnesses from investigation office and courtrooms.
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In this study, the researcher observed the murder cases at the federal
courtrooms. Suspects are not willing to say, I killed the man or the woman.

Instead they say
LCUE 142710 O78 N XA
dirggit-u to-fos’s’im" g- all wand3zal-u to-fas’s’im" ¢- all

action-DEF PASS-don: CVB:3MS-AUX:PFV crime-DEF PASS-commit:CVB:3MS AUX:PFV

the action is done" or the crime is committed"
"rh meEA" "Ih AdGA"

nabs t’ofitt"-g-all nabs ?alf V' -g-all

life lost:CVB-3MS-be:PFV life pass:CVB-3MS-be:PFV
"the life or soul is lost" "life or soul has passed away".

These phrases are typical examples entailing that action has been done by
unknown subjects or the subjects of the action, which a patient, and this
makes suspects’ psychologically free. Conversely, all these phrases are
linguistic clues that indicate a guilty mind of suspects who are intentionally

making a distance from the subject of the action or the crime.

Murder Case 1:

On September 19, 2008 E.C, Ato Teshome was killed by Priest Moses and Priest
John. According to the defendants’ statements, Saturday evening between 7:30 and
8:00 a.m. the two priests were going to church by the taxi to celebrate Sunday
Mass. After they traveled some kilometers, they got out of the taxi around Hayat
Square, met a stranger and after exchanging greetings, the stranger asked them for

money to go to Meri. They told him they did not have money, and he insulted them
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and smote Priest Moses at the back, then Priest Moses picked a stick and smote

him back. Then, Priest John slapped on his face, the stranger fell down on the road

and died.

In the Federal High courtroom, the two priests insisted that they ware not

guilty. In annex 2, murder cases 1, when the judge asked the defendants,

both of them denied killing. The following extract is from the expression of

the 1* defendant, Annex 2 Case 1

Contingency Questions of the Judge

Responses of Defendant

JQ2. wiPn? LD FH)?
wonidzdzal-u-n fas’s’im-aw-t-all  ?
crime-DEF-ACC  commit-2S-,o5-3MS-be:PFV Q

Did you commit the crime?

DA2. @78n 1458974
wanidgdzal-u ta-fas’s’'m*-g-all
crime-DEF PASS-commit:3MS-be:PFV

The crime was committed

JQ 3. 7415 1272

t'ifat-anna now-ot-?
guilty- ADVZ COP-2S00-Q
Are you guilty?

DA3. 7445 75 77

t'ifat-anna nann gin
guilty- ADVZ COP:NPST-15G.OBJ but

I am guilty, but

JQ 4. 7415 ALLAIP?
t'ifat-anna ?aji-dall-u-mm?
guilty- ADVZ NEG-be-2S,,0,-NCM-Q

Are you innocent?

DA4. 7415 AeLAv-g°
t'ifat-anna ?aj-dall-a-hu-mm
guilty-ADVZ NEG-be: PFV-1s-NCM

I am innocent

Table 9 Contingency questions of the judge and the 1* defendant responses

As shown table(8), in QJ2 the judge asked question to the defendant to

admit guilt /wanidzdgzalun fas’s’imowtal / meaning "Did you commit the crime"

the response is violating maxims of manner, in DA2, /wanidzd3alu
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tofas’s’imual/ meaning "the crime was committed" does not entail either
admits or denial of the guilty. The phrase, "the crime was committed "is passive
and the subject or doer of the action is not visible. Therefore, the judge is
baffled by the responses of the defendant and in QJ3 and QJ4 he asked again

more questions to clarify the case to the trial.

Furthermore the researcher observes the role of information packaging
process where the suspect hides the subject deliberately. In the above phrase,
the suspect intended to address or wish not to be guilty. Similarly, the next
responses of the suspect showed that he did not commit crime. In DA3 and
DAA4, /t’ifatanna napn gin/ means "I am guilty, but" and /tifatonna ?ajdallohum/
means "I am not guilty or I am innocent". The two responses are structurally
correct and pragmatically appropriate. As it is sated in DA3, the suspect
admitted the case, i.e he is the cause for the death of the man but he is not
showing a guilty mind or (Latin version is mens rea). In DA4, he totally

denied the crime and he asked the trial to defend the charge against him.

Question of the Judge Responses of the Defendant
JQ18. 078 N7 4.XPPA? hd\d.AaP-°? DA18. Ai&.89°h-9°
wandgal-u-n fas’s’im-aw-all ?al-fas’s’am-u-mm? ?2al-fas’s’am-ku-mm
crime-DEF-ACC commit-2S,,,-NPST NEG-commit-28S:;,y-NCM NEG-commit-1s-NCM
Did you commit the crime or not? I didn’t commit the crime

Table 10 Contingency questions of the judge and the 2™ defendant responses

In table 9, the second defendant totally fails to admit committing the crime;

his response violates the maxim of quality because during document
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investigation the researcher has found evidence from the police records that
shows he was caught by civilians while he was running after committing the
crime. Therefore, he is guilty of the murder case and the response
/?alfas’s’oamkum/ “I didn’t commit the crime" is used as a clue to examine the

next statements of the suspect.

5.2. Speech Event

Identifying speech events has role in understanding the rest of language cues.
Speech event refers to identifiable human activities in which speech plays a
crucial role in identifying what the event was (Shuy2014:45). During the
courtroom testimony, suspects in a similar criminal case, defendant witnesses
of a suspect and the prosecutor witnesses and/ or plaintiff of the same case
will fail to produce the same discourse and fail to utter phrases and sentences
with similar meanings. In addition, even suspects and witnesses have been
observed not providing the same testimony because of differences in
individual episodic memory. However, the individual episodic memory was
not totally preserved from the shared knowledge of the events. For example,
X shoots a gun at Y, but X misses Y and hits Z. At this

moment two witnesses such as A and B see the event.

Shooting a gun and hitting z is a shared knowledge of the witnesses but
explaining the type of gun varies based on their personal experience, A may
say X used a Hand Revolver, B might IOF 32.Revolver. The differences

between the names and types of guns depend on personal experience and/or
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episodic memory of witnesses who relate things to their personal experiences
and memory of meaning. In line with such premises the study has classified
crime events in to two sections. These are (1) Unforgettable (2) vulnerable

personal experience of witness.

In murder crime two or more witnesses understand and describe a shared
knowledge or main events of the scene in similar ways. These scenes are not
easily forgotten and not vulnerable to personal knowledge. On the other hand
there are many murder crime events necessarily not associated with a crime
and witnesses may forget easily, and interpret differently because such scenes

are vulnerable to personal episodic memory?2

All through the recordings and observations suspects and witnesses of murder
cases make faults when trying to desist from the truth. Most of the time,
suspects and witnesses study or exercise testimonies before appearing to
court. However, unconsciously they leave language evidence. According to
the study, the following steps have been identified in the investigation of

suspects in a murder case

Step (1) Allow the individuals to provide their story or let suspects have the

opportunity to tell their own version, do not interrupt, accuse and threaten

2 The collection of past personal experiences that occurred at a particular time and place
(Daniel L. Schacter etal2009:184)
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them. In Ethiopian Federal Courtrooms, a suspect has a right to make
testimony on his beleaf. In the criminal procedural code, article 142/3 states
that, where the accused wishes to make a statement, he shall speak first and
the suspect not be cross-examined by the judges and the Prosecutor. The

study has statements of suspects they gave to the courts.

Step (2): Clarify suspects’ narratives and try to get them correct or amplify
what they have already said (Shuy 2014), especially when contradictions
become obvious. But Rabon and Chapman (2018) recommend to conduct the
analysis and his steps include the following suggested by Shuy (2014). In this
phase the Ethiopian Criminal Procedural code invites the judge to impose the
contingency questions to clarify the story. The researcher observed when the

judges asked contingency questions to clarify the case to the court.

Step (3): If the suspects contradict themselves about known facts this step can
turn into examination and the examination part will result from the analysis
of the narratives. As we have seen in phase two, the judge my put
contingency questions which survey like investigative questions. In addition,
the researcher collected data from the prosecutor and the Prosecutor cross

examines both suspects and witnesses.

Step (4): at this stage, the judge or investigator identifies the facts about the

signs of the crime. Rabon and Chapman (2018) execute the interview, the
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suspect will leak verbal evidence if he or she has committed the crime or

Shuy (2014) the investigator or the judge point out the inconsistency

between oneself and suspects of the same case.

While these standards are important in the investigation of murder case

however it is uncommon in the Ethiopian justice system to have them all at

once, but it is important to use the stage in order to get linguistic cues.

The following extract is taken from annex 2 of murder casel and it shows

that the interview by the judge and the suspects, about what was done or

happened between Priest Moses, Priest John and the victim. These dialogues

are not verified by Prosecutor and defendant witnesses, except the suspects.

The statements are presented as follows

The victim

Priest Moses

SA5.ha AL K7RDLET
ko-bas laj inidds-wared-n
from-bus on CONJ-get-off-1PL
After we got off the bus

DG*6. K181 haPdFuv- AAT?
indet 2ama(f-atftf-ithu-?al-a-n
How evening-PL-1PL say-3MS-1PL

He said, good evening

SG**6. AUMANhC LaP0TT A0 10+

igzi?abher jimmasgo-n ?al-n-ow
God praise-3MS say:1P-3MS.OBJ

We replied, praise be to God

DQ*7.08& T 1@ eI+ 4%F ANT?

Wadet now jomm-i-t-hed-u-t
where COP

?al-a-n
REL-2PL-PASS-go:IPFV-1PL-3MS.OBJ say-3MS-1PL

He said, Where are you going?

SA%%7. @8 (L hCOrke? hd1o-

wada bets Kirstijan ?al-n-aw
CONJ church say-1PL-3MS.OBJ

We said, to the church.

% Victim’s greetings
24 ) .
Suspect’s greetings
25, .o .
Victim’s questions
26 ’
Suspect’s answer
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DQS8. IC am<T AA?
birr sit’-u-pn ?al-o-n
money give-2PL-1S say -3MS-1PL

He said give me some money?

SAS8. ¢ PA7I° 2977 NC 1@+ (A
birr jo-llo-n-mm  jo-mn birr new sinni-l-ow ?
money NEG:exist-1PL-NCM REL-what money COP 1PL:say-3MS Q

We said we have no money, what for money?

DQ9. AZha. PoLry avadsP Ut NG FavaFu-
Al

lo-takst jomm-1-hon ma-ssaforia

CONJ-taxi REL-3MS-become:IPFV NOML-travel
jomm-1-hona-pn birr ta-mmot’-all-atftfihu ?al-o
REL-3MS-become:IPFV-1S money 2PL- bring-NPST-2PL say-3MS

He said, you will give me the money for a taxi

SA9.’1id PAY° (@
ara jo-ll-on-mm si-nnil-ow
oh NEG-exist:1PL-NCM 1PL-say-3MS.OBJ

We told him we do not have

DI 10. &Gt A%PF avAavy W78, aohmd F
F@-FPATU- ATTET P9E LT (WP BOMN AG

inn-ants lommapn-otft{ ma-lomm-an

ASSOC-you beg- 2PL NOML - beg-2PL

indz31 moa-st’at  jot t-awk’-all-atftfihu
IDEO:NEG NOML-give where 2P-know-exist-2PL
lommapn-otftf monafk’-an bi-hon-u

beg-2PL heresies-3PL CONJ-become-2PL
ji-sot’-all-u ?al-9
3MS-give-exist-NPST-3PL  say-3MS

You beggars, you don’t know giving money, but you know

only begging, If they are heresies, will give the money.

SPR*®10. A%t 1@ 9°7 he¥t PO 10 PIOHGULD-
ASDPY AF @7 9OIL7 10+ RPOTAD- (IND-
indet now  min ?ajnat k’al now

how COP what type word COP

jomm-i-tinnagoar-ow ?ann-awk’-ih ?att-awk’s-n
REL-2S-talk-3MS.0BJ  NEG:1PL-know-2MS NEG:2S-know-1PL
sinn-il-ow

COP REL-2S-say IPFV:-2MS 1P-say-2PL-3MS.OBJ

minnidn now jomm-it-l-ow
what

We said, what bad words you say, We do not know

you , you do not Know us, what are you talking about

Table 11 the conversation between the 1* defendant and the victim is reported by the 1% defendant

Priest Moses reported the above conversation with the victim but not the

same report was narrated by Priest John. The difference is not only the

knowledge influenced by self-experience (gist effect) and the contradictions

were observed in a key shared knowledge of the events.

Victim

2" suspect

DG*21. A789°7 PATU-? AN
indo-mn wal-atft{ihu ?al-a-n
CONJ-what stay-1PL.  say-3MS-1PL

SA21. AMHANNC LaP0TT Ad 10+
igzi?abher ji-mmasgon ?al-n-ow
God 3MS-thank say-1PL-3MS.OBJ

*7 Victim’s insult
28 N .

Suspect’s polite response
* Victim'’s Greetings
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He said how was your day?

We said, praise be to God

DQ®°22. AFh. hdh. @L avg av4e, 10 ATt Amy
AGTt a9 ATIET GFu- P9 HAM-T 11C PA° AT
lo-takst  iski  woado morr moahed-e

CONJ-taxi IDEO:let to meri NOML-go-1S

moatfem
IDEO:seldom

now sannitim sit’-u-pnpn = innants

COP penny  give-3SM-IP you

lomman-otftf jomm-i-t-sot’-u-t nagar jo-11-o
beggar-PL REL-2P-PASS-give:IPFV-2P-3MS thing NEG-exist-3MS
?al-o-n

say:3MS-1PL

He said, give me a penny for a taxi I will go to
Meri (name of place) Beggars, you do not have

anything to offers.

SPR22.A2 hA? A777 ATOTUAT 9°7 FIC A0 S+

Pav/ 8.8 1D+ TIRNEP IC I°YI° TOIC PA° AAMATY
10 07290 hAhet

?aj ka-ll-o-n inkuan

NEG ABL-have-3MS-1PL IDEO:well
inn-sot’-h-all-on mini-tftfiggir ?all-o
1PL-give-2S-NPST-1P  what problem  exist-3MS
jaw jo-ma-rradadat naw
IDEO:uncertain REL-NOML-help:RECP:PFV COP
mahbarawi niro minimm tfiggir

social life nothing problem

jollom si-lalel-o-n  now wondim ?al-ku
not exist CONJ-lack-3MS-1P COP brother say-1S
I said, brother, If we have the money, would

give you, but we do not have

Table 12 the speech event between the 2™ suspect and the victim

First, as we have seen in DG6 and DG21the suspects reported the greetings of

the victim differently. The firs suspect said that, /indet ?amaffat{tfihu ?alon/

meaning "He said good evening" and the second suspect reported /indomn

walatftfihu ?alon/ meaning "He said how your day was?" Suspects met the

victim at the same time and place; however the reported greetings are

semantically and pragmatically different. In Ambharic expression "good

evening' shows proximity between victim and suspects and shows they know

each other. In addition the victim knows that how their day was like. The

second defendant said that, "the victim said how was the day?", but the second

greeting is different from the first one i.e. "how was the day?" which refers to

O Victim’s Question
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the victim as a stranger or unfamiliar to them. Therefore, suspects’ reports
show inconsistency between episodic memories of the event and reveal

misleading facts about the crime.

Second, defendants reported that they met the victim when they got off a
vehicle, but there are controversies or doubts on the types of vehicle they
were using from home to Hayat Square. Priest Moses said that when we got
off taxi and Priest John said when we got off the bus. In the given statements
there are two different types of vehicles mentioned: "taxi" and "Bus". They
travelled by the same type of car; they went to the same place; but Priest
Moses said he used a taxi and Priest John used a bus. This is called basic
fallacies®! or they failed to introduce the transport system they used. In
Ethiopia these two transport systems have different size and provide different
services and require different costs details of which discussed under the sub-

topic (5.3and 5.4).

Third, as we have seen in the table above (DQ22) Priest John reported, that
the victim said that, /latakst iski wado mort mahede now santim sit’'upn ?ala/
meaning "give me a money for a taxi I want to go to Meri (name of place)". This
means the suspects know where the victim was going. Priest Moses reported

that the victim asked a money pay for a taxi but the place was not mentioned

> The dictionary of law defines- deception, deceptive belief, delusion, deviation from truth,

distortion, erroneous reasoning
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in DQ9. He stated that /lotaksi jommihon massaforia jommrthonan birr
tamoat’allatft{ihu ?alo/ meaning “He said, you will bring the money for a taxi".
In these statements there are variances of meanings. The first statement is
referring to a polite form asking for help and the second is asking forcefully

to get money from the priests.

Fourth , as can be observed from (DI10) the 1* accused reported that the
victim insulted them, /innanto lommanotf molommon ind3i mast’st jot
tawk’allatftfihu lommanotf{ menafik’an bihonu jisat’alu ?ale/ meaning "You
beggars, you don’t know giving money, but you know only begging, even a heresies,
give money". In DA22, the 2™ suspect reported that he was insulted by the
victim but the phrase is not similar with the 1* suspect "He said, give me
money for a taxi I want to go to Meri (name of place) beggars, you do not have

anything to offer”.

As noted above, although the suspects were charged with the same crime,
they did not make the same statement in terms of their right to plead guilty.
Nonetheless, the judge did not ask for an explanation and did not impose
contingency questions during the testimony and the prosecutor directly or
indirectly not tried to clarify the speech event between suspects and victim.
Inconsistencies of statements between suspects have not invited the lawyers
to investigate the case. The study recommends linguistic inconsistencies as

evidence as in the following:
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(1) They did not use the same transport system they came from different
place or location.
(2) The suspect said "good evening" so he knew them well

(3) Defendants knew exactly where the suspect was going.

Also the judge asked two questions to get demonstrative evidence. This shows
that linguistics evidence was not duly considered as important to Ethiopia
courts. The following table shows questions of the judge and the responses of

the 1% defendant

No | Questions of Judge Responses of Priest Moses
JQ | hCOP IZII TIC AALHF® 101C? DA15. A3 (WE £UN-T PO+ hePC TA 10+ 201D
15 | irswo minimm nagor ?al-jaz-u-mm A (F 10

2S:;onNEG:nothing thing NEG-hold-2S:,,,,—-NCM ine bo-i d3 d3-e je-jaz-k u-t _] aw

nabbar? . . .

1S in-hand:poss REL-hold:PFV-1S-3MS.OBJ IDEO:like
AUXPEV Q ?ac’c’ir t'ila now jo-jaz-ku-t t'ila bitftfa now
You did not hold anythlng? short umbrella COP REL-hold :PFV -1S -3MS.OBJ umbrella only COP

In my hand, obviously I had ** short

umbrella, I hold a short umbrella only,

PRILL hO\SHI? DA16. 9°39° AQ LT
JQ | Makuamija ?al-jaz-u-mm ?

minimm ?al-jaz-ku-mm
16 Stick NEG-hold-2S:,0-NCM Q NEG:nothing NEG-hold-1S:,,-NCM
You did not hold a prayer stick? I did not have anything

Table 13 Contingency Questions and Responses of Priest Moses

The required information was not given directly from the responses of Priest
Moses. Although the responses of Priest Moses still invite the forensic linguist

to study responses of the defendant, in JQ15 the judge asked "you did not

32 Expression with doubt
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hold anything?" the response of the defendant was," in my hand? obviously I
had a short umbrella". In Amharic discourse (1)/jaw/ meaning "obviously" is
refers to degree of habitual action. "In my hand, obviously I hold a short

umbrella" implies that:

(1) The Priest tried to make psychological proximity with the lawyers and (2)
deviate from the truth by recalling previous experiences. Although, the court
or the lawyers have not a shared knowledge of the priests holding short
umbrella. Noticeably in the Ethiopian, Orthodox Tewahido Church, Priests
hold prayer stick (moek’uamia), which is a shared knowledge. So, recoiling
that the previous experience do not support the response of the priest and the
priest desist the truth in the phrase short umbrella, because if the priest was
saying I hold a short stick the crime will be relatively considered as a serious.
In Ethiopian criminal code 538/3 stated that any person, who committed
homicide, whether intentionally or negligently, shall be punished by lawful
judicial process in accordance with decisions made by and punishment varies

the manner of execution.

These premises lead investigation of more cusses to detect the suspect’s
position with regard to charges. This means that the study is not going to
conclude that suspects are guilty of charge against them. In the following sub

sections examples reflecting deceptions will be considered.
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5.3. Schema

Schema follows from speech events (Shuy, 2014:46). As it has been shown
speech events, defendants have been showing inconsistencies and ambiguities.
In Europe and America, to solve ambiguities and inconsistencies police
officers use under cover recordings and cooperating witnesses. Cooperating
witnesses collect data on murder solicits, and uses hit and run technique
(Shuy 2005:22). These techniques are not known in Ethiopian legal System.
Here, police officers and lawyers use demonstrative evidence and solicitations
of murder case evidence collected to support the demonstrative evidence.
Mostly oral evidences are not easily found and not always clearly presented

to the court.

Priest Moses and Priest John were not willing to give full picture of the event;
and both defense witnesses and Prosecutor witnesses were not capable of

narrating the event clearly, because

(1) Both defense and Prosecutor witnesses did not see where suspects
exactly came from.

(2) Witnesses did not testify either Priest Mosses carry a short or long
prayer stick (mok’uamia) or a short umbrella.

(3) Witnesses did not hear when the victim insulted suspects etc.
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In Europe and America such doubts would have been solved by cooperative
witness and under cover recording is allowed by the legal system. The study
found that this legal process is not allowed in Ethiopia and that there is a gap
in knowledge and experience. Although in this case the study shows that
under cover recording evidence, the phrase is /mok’uamia ikko jizeh nabboar/
meaning "You were carrying prayer stick". This phrase is uttered by the second
suspect Priest John when Priest Moses denied the fact, in DA 16, "I did not
any ". Priest John said the above phrase unintentionally, with low tone and he
is not conscious of the speech was recorded. From linguistic point of view,
the response, T did not carry any " is not an appropriate response and violates
the maxims of quality because previously he said that I carried short

umbrella.

5.4. Linguistic Cues in Murder Case

5.4.1. Tense of Verbs

In Ambharic, verb serve as expressions of actions at a given time (Baye
2017:85), and these indicate actions that happen, are happening, and will
happen. In courtrooms the sequence of actions follow proper linguistic rules,
otherwise it will invite ambiguous interpretation, loss of credibility and

ultimately leading to a punishment.

Most of the time, courtrooms deal with actions that have already happened,

and events are stated in the past tense. Susan (1996:8) and Rabon and
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Chapman (2018:48) stated that a suspect refers to a past event as if it were in

the present. If he/she shifts from past to present, it is known as historical

present and the analyst should pay particular attention to such points in the

narrative.

Priest Moses, Priest John and the defendant witnesses very often shift verbs

from past to present tense. Such alternations have been seen throughout the

testimonies. The following data taken from annex 2 of murder case 1 shows

the expressions of suspects and defense witnesses in present and present

continuous tenses.

No

Phrases with present tense forms

Tense of Verbs

DA*5

@DE (L1 QCEP? APEET -
wadoa beta Kirsitrjan ijo-hed-n  naw
CONJ- church while-go-1PL COP

We are going to the church

FCT*

DA15

ABHC A - PPhT

2ac’c’ir tila now  joa-jaz-ku-t

Short umbrella  COP REL-hold:PFV-1S-3MS.OBJ
I hold a short umbrella

PT*

DA1

PP AA\PIh-IP

Minimm Z?al-jazk-u-mm
Nothing NEG-hold-1P-NCM
I do not hold anything

PT

DA19

AHD (L1 HCOLP? 10+ PIPG L~
izzaw beta kirsitiian now  jomm-i-nadr-ow

there  church COP  REL-1PL-sleep:IPFV-1PL

We will sleep in that church

FT

33

Defendant Answers
34 .

Future continuous tense
35

Present tense
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DWA33 | 7€ ¢ 10 PND- PT
girgirr now ja-ll-a-w
IDEO:mess COP  REL-exist:PFV-3MS-OBJ
There is a mess

DWA34 | A%28HY 10 P77 Fmet FT
inida zth now jomm-i-ttat’a-fut
CONUJ this COP REL-3PL-turn:IPFV-3PL
They will turn like this

DWA40 | F7257D7 Al AP PT
jomm-r-nagar-aw-n libb ?al-l-ow-mm
REL- 3MS-say:IPFV-3SM.3MS.OBJ hear:IDEO  NEG:1s-say-3MS:0BJ-NCM
I am not listening what he says

DWA72 | 70044 PT

Polis ?all-a
police exist:PFV-3MS

There is a police officer

Table 14 Statements of Suspects and Witness in Present and Present Continuous Forms

In DA5, and DA15, the first defendant in the courtroom said that, /wada beta
krstijan ijehedn naw/ meaning "we are going to the church" and ?ac’c’ir t’ila
naw jajazkut meaning "I hold short umbrella". These denote that Priest Moses
is going to church and hold short umbrella at this moment. The verb "going”
indicates present continuous action and “"hold" refers simple present tense.
The suspect switches verbs from past to present or present continuous, since
the action is happed in the past time, it is being expected that the suspect to
say (1) we were going to church and (2) I was holding short umbrella. Thus

the expressions invite to examine statements credibility and further discourse

interpretation.

* Defendant Witness Answer
37
Future tense
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As we have seen under the sub-topic of speech event, Priest Moses did not
clearly give response to the judge’s contingency question /mok’uamija
?aljazum?/ "You did not hold a stick?” because the response to this question
is important to the court. As noted in murder case 1 annex 3 direct
examination questions the prosecutor tried to testify by witnesses either
Priest Moses was holding a stick or not. But the prosecutor witness only said
that "I saw when Priest Moses hit the victim by a cane”, but this evidence not
brings the owner of the cane or stick, and the witness not sure about either

the cane is belongs to Priest Moses or the victim.

In DA19 and the 2™ defendant said that /izzaw beto kirsitian now
jomminadraw/ meaning "we stay the whole night in the church {uncertain}"
/izzaw sinniward/ meaning "when we get out there {uncertain}". These phrases
show the present and future actions, and entail unreal actions to be done in
the future, rather than referring a real action in the past. Some of the words
containing semantic uncertainty are the word "izzaw" meaning "there is/are"
and "is" used to say something exists or happens but do not indicate exact
place and time. Both priests did not mention the name of the church where
they were going to but the prosecutors of the 1* defendant said that the two
priests were going to Rufael Church but there is no Rufael Church around

that place. Therefore, in this case deviating from the formal use of tense of

100



verbs, lead to uncertainties and semantics ambiguities used as suspects to

hide the facts from the court.

In DWA40 and DWA72 the defendant witness said that /jomminagorawn libb
?allowm/ "I am not hearing what he says" and /Polis ?alla/ "There is a police
officer". These actions are narrated in the present tense. In these expressions
the witness are hiding the truth, for example in DA72 the witness said
"There is a police officer" but defendants testified that at that moment, there
was no police officer, but the witness simply narrates what he wants there to

be at that particular event.
5.4.2. Social Introduction: Name of Place and Time

As we have seen in chapter four, Sapir (1987) stated that lack of social
introduction reflects ambiguity of personal references within the statement.
In this study, social introduction refers to introducing names of individuals,
time and places of participant in particular criminal event. In annex 2,
murder case 1, defendants and witnesses have failed to state the exact place
and time of event. Priest John fails to tell the name of place where they were

going to on the moment of event and the type of the transport they used.

No Statement of Defendants and Witnesses
DA19 | B77F? AT UANCOECTTFF? Pladp i-::
Bet-atftf-in inna  bet kirsitiian-atftf-in jo-ta-rarak’a now

house- POSS:PL-1S and  church-PL:POSS:1PL REL-PASS-far:RECP:PFV COP
our home and our church are far apart,

@l 2:00 0AT hIP597% P50
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wada 2:00 sa?at ka-minamn ja-s-hed-all
CONJ 2:00 hours with- additional:IDEO REL-CAUS-go:PFV-3MS:NPST
it takes more than 2:00 hours

A1 1258 A0 APOTIL?

Lalit s-inn-hed leba  ijja-stfogor-o-n

night CONJ-1P--go thieve REL-trouble:PFV-3MS-1PL
When we go at mid night thieve threaten us,

AHD (LTOCOLP? PTG L -
izzaw bets kirstijan now jamm-in-adr-ow
there church COP  REL-1PL-sleep:IPFV-1PL

(there) we at the church spend the night

hAha. A250@- 35°R (Ha- (20CE
ka-taksr ind-a-lo-w guadann-a-je ba-zzaw sinni-ward
from-taxi CONJ-say-3MS-3ms.obj friend-3S-POSS:1S via-there 1P-get-off
As my friend said, when we get off taxi there (uncertainty)

Table 15 Expressions of Ambiguous Social Introduction by 2™ Defendant

Defendants reported that, when they were going to church, Saturday evening,
for the Sunday mass, the crime happened accidentally but the study showed
it was at the premises of the Priests. First, as can be seen in the table above
Priest John was not willing to tell the name of the church and the place
where they live /betat{tfin inna bet kiristijanatftfin jotorarak’s naw/ "our
home and our church are far apart". They claim their homes are far from the
church. In DA19 Priest Moses said that /wada 2:00 sa?at kaminamn jaskedal/
‘it takes more than 2:00 hours” And yet the above two statements do not
provide enough information to lawyers i.e. violate the maxims of quantity.

This makes difficult for lawyers to estimate the distance between their homes

and the church. And so the exact place is not clearly stated to the court, but
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statements are used as the reason why they appear at that specific time and

place.

Furthermore the second defendant Priest John said that "When we go to church
at mid night thieves threaten us”. Therefore, they have chosen to go to church
in the evening. Second, In DA19, /kotakst indalow guadonnaje bizzaw
sinniward/ meaning "As my friend said, when we get off taxi there (uncertainty) *
but his friend Priest Moses did not say that. He said when we get off the taxi.
In DA2 Priest Moses stated that "when we get off the bus”. The words "Bus"
and "Taxi" do not have the same referents. Bus is a long and big public
transport, with seating capacity of 60-100 people and it is governed by the
government. Taxi is a small public transport vehicle. Suspects do not have a
shared knowledge of public transport system was used. The following table

shows statements of the first defendant, Priest Moses

DA2 | Statements

- DL (L1TOCOPT APECT 1+
jaw wada betokristran ijjo-hed-n now
IDEO:there CONJ church PROG-go-1PL COP

(uncertainty) we are going to the church

ABC NATATNT APEE?

?adar lr-?agalgilot  ijja-hed-n
night CONJ-service PROG-go-1PL
We are going to night service

nw-Pw- hin 46 AZ2CDLEC7
Soww-ijow ka-bas Iaj inido-warred-n
man-DET:3MS  from-bus on CONJ-get off -1PL

The man, when we get off the Bus

Table 16 Expressions of Ambiguous Social Introduction by the 1* Defendant
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From the above expressions the study identifies the ambiguity of the
expressions that show vague personal reference. This shows that the suspect
distances himself from the person or the place in ambiguous and general
ways. In DA2 the first phrase we are going to the church is not referring to the
exact place of the church their destination. In the third lines the phrase the
man is vague for hearers, which characterises his failure in introducing the
person. It shows distance between suspect and victim. However, there are

possible ways of addressing victim (1) using his given name (2) Using the

word /99+/ "deceased'.

In addition, the study discusses and elaborates linguistic cues by giving

further examples. The following data has been taken from Murder Case 2 and

Annex 2
Category Code Description Count % Codes % Cases
Noun Change in | The action, it, a man, The man, 6 27.30% 100.00%
Referencing | they, the man
Conjunction | Abjuration | but, but 9.10% 100.00%
Sentence Passive The action was done, it was 18.20% 100.00%
happened, accident that
challenged my life was happened
The man who was injured, it was
happened
Adverb Denial or I couldn't have imagined, did not 3 13.60% 100.00%
Negation deliberately kill, in a way that is
beyond my control
Adverb Temporal Soon, Then, After that, After that 6 27.30% 100.00%
Lacuna , then
Verb Non- Planed 1 4.50% 100.00%
confirming
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sentence

Table 17: Linguistic Cues Extracted from Annex1 Murder Case2 by Using a QDA Lite

As noted from the table above linguistics cusses have been extracted from the
murder case 2 by using Qualitative Data Analysis Application. And the table
shows parts of speech and codes of linguistic cusses with the descriptions.

The discussion of the data present as follows.

5.4.3. Temporal Lacuna

The notion of temporal lacuna associated with Sapir’s (1996) notion of
missing connections. It denotes blank space or missing element (s) with the
discourse (Rabon and Chapman 2018:14). In this study temporal lacuna was
extracted from a defendant's testimony in annex two murder case two.
Adverbial time phrases are used as a temporal lacuna of the testimony, and
the suspect has used for two purposes (1) To tell the story of the event
without interrupting the flow of ideas and to give an acceptable word and (2)
It allows to jump through the story of the event without worrying about the

ideas that should be raised.
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The suspect used the temporal lacuna created by the discourse bridge adverbs
"soon" “then” and “ after that” to skip over the fact that when the suspect
arrived bar, he got into a violent altercation with victim and killed him. In
the above statement, the suspect goes without telling us the underlying cause

of the crime. Why they were able to insult the defendant for no reason?
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As noted in the above examples, the suspect used temporal lacuna to escape
from to narrate the story coherently. Temporal lacuna is used as a technique
to violate maxims of quality and quantity. The suspect is not denying the
truth but escapes the pillars of the crime events. The manipulation process is
done by blending the narration out of the sequence because the suspect
missed parts of the story deliberately and find a one-sided version of the
event. As can be seen under the section of the speech event, in the murder
case, the victim is not an actor in the testimony. Therefore, the topic of the

narration has been selected by the defendant.

5.4.4. Passive Voice Sentence

A deceptive suspect often use language that minimizes self-references, one
way to reduce self-references is to describe events in the passive voice
(Clikeman 2012:31). The study identified that the suspect used passive voice
statements to make himself emotionally free of charge. He deceived the doer

of the action then he refers to another party as the subject of the crime.
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It is understood that the suspect did not want to associate himself with the
crime. Finally, he claimed that as he is not the doer of the crime. For example,

line 26 "it was done in the meantime when they were struggling to get my gun"

5.4.5. Change in Referencing

The suspects in murder cases do not want to call directly the name of events
or participants of the event or change it to another name. They use the
technique of change in reference to hide the crime. If the action is not clearly
presented to the court and the suspect is not charged directly with the
proposed crime because judges need pieces of information that makes them
free from doubt. Therefore, it is likely that the parties involved in the
criminal proceedings may hide the subjects or references from the judges. For

example the suspect statement presents as follows:
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Linel

L£C1E T2TIAN

dirggit-u  to-fos’m™-all
action-DEF  PASS-happen-3MS:NPST

The action was done

Line 4
14 eHAAD- ANA AT ALTE
to-goda jo-to-bal-ow gillasab inna g“adonp-otftf-u

PASS-injure REL-PASS-say-3MS.OBJ person and  friend-PL-DEF
The man who was the alleged victim and his friends

Line 11
A% AN a0 WA AP @L OC A7y A0

?annid-u iske mac’arrafa ijjo-taggal-a ijjo-gofottor-o wada sir bankoni ?as-gab-a-nn
One-DEF upto end PROG-fight-3MS PROG-push-3MS CONJ under bankoni CAUS- enter-3MS-1S
The one pushed me to the bottom of the bankoni and he was struggling to the end.

Linel2

OHY AN, WTIRTIRAET AG aPASLP NPT APF 10T PP T AL

ba-zzih ?agat’ami indo-mmaj-lak’-a-pn inna moasarija-je-n lo-ma-nt’t’dk’  ijo-ta-gal-a-nn moa-hon-u-n saj
via-this incidente =~ CONJ-REL-leave:IPFV-3MS-1S CONJ gun-POSS-NOM CONJ-NOML-grab PROG-PASS-fight-3MS-1S NOML-become-DEF-
ACC see:1S

In this incident I understand that the man is struggling to take my gun

Linel9:

HE4IP 42D A aP@LLAD- aPASLRT AaPInP AeF 10 NINLOTF

zorafa-m fos’m-ow-bb-ipn  iske-mac’srafa-w masarija-je-n la-ma-nt’ak’ ijo-tagal-u  ba-nabar-a-bb-at...

steal-FOC does:PFV-3PL-APPL-1S up to-end-3MS.OBJ gun-POSS-ACC to-NOML-grab REL-fight:IPFV-3PL CONJ-AUX:PFV-3MS-APPL:3MS

They robbed me, they were struggling to get my gun up to the end.

As can be seen in the above examples the suspect has shifted the subject of
the sentence changed from the single to many subjects. In line 6 and 16, the
suspect said that line 11/2annidu/ “the one” line 16 /ijotagalopp/ “
struggling” and line 26 / ijotagolu/ “they were struggling”. The
suspect deliberately changes the subject of the action because he has claimed

that he committed the crime beyond his control.
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To conclude the discussion, mostly in murder case speech events is testified
by the guilty. Sometimes a witness who has heard language solicitation will
give information to the court. Otherwise, all speech events, such as insult,
intimidation, etc. are described by the suspect, and this evidence is not

balanced.

In murder cases, the victim is not physically present, and the crime scenes are
described by either the one who commits the crime or the witness. In this
circumstance, suspects leak the evidence when they strive to make a distance
from the scene. However, they are performing consciously or unconsciously
i.e. some of them are denying facts consciously, and others leak pieces of
evidence unconsciously when they try to escape psychologically from the
crime. As discussed under 5.4, suspects in murder cases use distorting,
manipulating pieces of information, and violating maxims of conversation,
mentally to escape from the crime gist but not denying the crime completely.
Besides that, the linguistic cues identified in the study are the result of
suspects’ mental escape, these cues are tense of the verb, temporal lacuna,

change in references, social introduction, and passive voice.
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Chapter Six Result (III)

Linguistic Features in a Sexual Misconduct Case

6.1. Introduction

This chapter discusses the features attested in language of sexual misconduct
and language concealment techniques in sexual misconduct case. Sexual
misconduct is an umbrella term and uses to describe a range of behavior used
to obtain sexual gratification against another’s will or at the expense of
another and it includes sexual harassment, sexual assault, and any conduct of
a sexual nature that is without consent. Feminist researches argued that
sexual assault includes any activity that is doing over a woman with out her

consent (Abbey et.al 2004:323).

In Ethiopian there is no similar understanding on the concept of sexual
misconduct. In Amharic expression there are an equivalent word or phrase
that refers to sexual misconduct, for example in the Ethiopian Federal
Courtroom the concept is articulated as "23® 191" /s’otawi t’ik’at/ meaning
"Physical Sexual Crime" "23® +7nq" /s’otawi tinkosa/ meaning "Oral Sexual
Crime". The word "t7h4a" / tinkosa/ derived from a verb "+ihA- A ¢-®@<7 (11C
+1hA" meaning "He attacked verbally his enemy" and the word "*&+" /t’ik’at/
derived from a verb "AmP- VeAT®: LhIIW7 AmPi ANPPT hdeRiP meaning
"attack- the stronger one attacks a pathetic, oppressed" (Tesema 2005: 584 &

822). Therefore, this study describes that the phrase sexual misconduct in

114



Ambharic expression refers in to two ways. (1) Sexual crime described by a

word (Oral) and (2) Sexual crime described by physical contact.

However in Amharic expressions words or phrases associated with sexual
assault expressions are not considered as a crime, for example, in a day-to-
day conversation of Amharic speakers "a® MAQ" / ik’a t’alf/ meaning "you
drop..." #78% /k’ondzje/ meaning "beauty" "J9°4AA0" /tamri?alof/ meaning
"you are so beautiful" etc are common examples of sexual misconduct
described by a word or a direct verbal abuse . Sometimes an oral expression

is changed into assault and it can be intimidating.

The above expressions have been taken from examples of relationships
between a man and a woman. More recently, same-sex marriage has become
increasingly common in Ethiopia, particularly in relation to men. Words that
convey the same-sex relationships are not known. Evidence shows that
gestures are more frequent than verbal expressions. For example dressing
style, color palette and wearing rainbow-like clothing and symbols.
Specifically, homosexual men are identified by their pants and the earrings
they wear. Homosexual women differ in the decoration they make in their
nails and the decor they use in their parts of the body. However, as the
researcher noted during the observation, sometimes the children who are
sexually abused are 10-15 years old. The victims were cheated by the suspect

and the suspect promised they would give foods, and sweets.
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Currently in Ethiopian sexual misconduct is observed in both sexes. The
federal courtrooms allow for hearing both cases i.e same sex crime and
opposite sex crime. Same sex crime is very often observed over school boys
by gays and it is usually done secretly. In 2004 The Criminal Code Of The
Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia, Article 620-629 provides making
opposite sex sexual intercourse without her permission is punishable but
whoever performs it with another person of the same sex a homosexual
act, or any other indecent act, is punishable i.e same sex sexual intercourse

is not required the two parties agreement.

In chapter 4, and 5, have discussed that language detecting ambiguous
expressions of the suspect and witnesses’ expressions in bribery and murder
cases. In this chapter the study discusses how the linguistic tools used to
detect ambiguous expressions of sexual misconduct. The data has been taken
from the Federal First Instant Courts. The suspects and witnesses are making
their own version of the reality about the sex crime event. The following
example has been taken from sexual misconduct annex 3 case 1 and case 2.

# Case 1

On murch 27/2009 E.C Ato Henok Tekalign was charged with a rape case

by the federal public prosecutor. According to the court, records the suspect

was charged with rape and he commited the crime on Selamawit Alemu.
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# Case 2
Defendant Fekadu, a school guard, was charged with a child rape case.
According to Prosecutor General, the suspect was chrged with crime of rape

on Februry 27, 2008 E.C

6.2. Speech Event

In sexual misconduct cases it is important to be aware of and understand
what the particular speech event is. As Gumperz (1997: 9) points out, speech
events are recurring occasions that have tacitly understood rules of
preference, unspoken conventions as to what counts as valid and what
information may or may not be introduced. Therefore, it helps to predict the
parameters of what participants can be expected to say (Shuy 2012:196). In
this section, the study focuses on lawyer interrogation speech event. Often in
sexual misconduct cases, the speech event is affected by the dominancy of the
defendants because the two parties present at the hearing psychologically or
physically are not equal. The suspect has power over the victim. Very often,
the scene is narrated by victims, and they described as "if you tell to anyone?
will kill you". So, this can be a source of great fear for victims, who may
sometimes find it difficult to explain their case to the court. In annex 3 Case 2
Selam a 12-year-old girl was raped by a security guard of a school. The

suspect threatened her after he raped her.

NH FG16 DIPTOT4 L19145A AL AN DH A% 8% 175 AAOFA AASTA 0HG16 AT
AAAAD-:: DH FSFS ATTY AS HEICH 02 AT ANTGICHHI® Adhet:: 20H hdT::
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Kozza bittinagori kompiwutoru jinagrannal iffi ?alon. Kozza ine Dani
nonn ?alon larabbat| loinnatf bittinagori ?asirref igolfalohu ?alon.
kozza tinant ?agonnon inna tonagarf woj silop ?altenaggerkum ?alkut.

gobaz ?alann.

Then if you tell this to anyone, the computer will tell me, okay? And then
he said I am Danny”. If you tell to your father and mother, I will arrest
you and kill you. Then he met me yesterday, and I said I didn't tell, and
then he said “’you are smart”.
According to the data above, the perpetrator is stronger than the victim in
terms of physical and psychological strengthens. For example, the statement
“If you tell to your father and mother, I will arrest you and kill the
illocutionary force of the statement shows that the defendant made her feel
depressed and scared. As we have seen above, the perpetrator tried to
intimidate her because she was immature and physically weak. In addition,
the researcher observed that women of all ages come to court and find it
difficult to talk about the crime after the crime has been committed.
Therefore, this study presents and discusses two types of rape cases in the

following way.
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6.2.1. Rape Case

6.2.1.1. Child Rape Case
Child sexual abuse is rampant in Ethiopia. The researcher has observed that
children under age of 15 years old and mentally retarded victims faced
challenges to explain the case to the court. These challenges are (1) the
inability to explain the crime event, and (2) fear. The Federal First Instance
Courtroom appoints social psychologists. = The professionals assist the
children to describe the crime event. Though, they are not effective because
they are not trained or have not acquired additional skills in linguistic or
Communication skills. Besides, neither judges nor prosecutors take into
account the children's psychological and linguistic backgrounds. As a result,
the crime is not properly explained to the court. Selam was 12 years old. She
was the first witness of the prosecutor to be raped by someone guarding their
school. Since the victim was a prosecutio witness, the prosecutor asks direct
examination and open questions. To illustrate this point the following data is

taken from Lideta First Instance Court, attached in annex 3 case2

No Prosecutor Direct Examination Question and 1°* Witnesses Answers

1. ¢.a® 287 10 PRLTA 7
folok?’s midn now jadoraga)?
What Feleke did to you?

ANGT AIAAAU- ANT::
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avBavs P ALY (NVE ATLE OMy-i H 75T @My~ AG Al OIS AL +PaoPy- DH +PLERT
AMNPOH Ade £99° BCO%T LH hd.7 BH AAD AL OLOLT 0H ¢ b7 TrET h@AS
P07 10E Ade L99° W67 ADAS 104 NH Ahh.. hPAN: AAPO hH L9107 15> A7LHY
AT LN hH Ade NOST M1 AT MAD- 0H A% 8% 77 09%:: 0TG4 DIPTH4 L1°14GA

modzomorija misajen bolitftfe ?andoppa  wot’t’ahu  inna ihe wonboru laj
tok’omet’hu kezza guwadoppajen sit’obk’ kozza issu  dogmo  dzorbajen jizo




?afen jizo ?alga laj woarawworanp,kozza tajten ?awlik’o k’omisen golbo, issu
dogmo suriwn ?awlik’o nobbor kozza ?a?a?a... ijjalku salok’s kozza dommabipn
noc’c’ indozih ?ajnot dommabinp kozza  bosoft t’orrogo inna t’alow kozza ine
dani nopp sime. bittinagori kompitoru jinogroppal ?asre igollfalohu ?alopp

First I ate my lunch and came out first; Then I went out first and I sat down
in the chair and then I waited for my friend and then he grabbed my back
and closed my mouth and threw me on the bed, He unbuttoned my pants and
unbuttoned my skirt; He took off his pants and I cried. Then I was bleeding
white, this kind of bleeding, And then he wiped it off with a soft cloth and
threw it away. Then I am Danny. My name is Danny. If you tell so, the

computer will tell me and I will kill you

Selam explained the nature of the crime in the above way, but the way she
described the crime infer more than one meaning. For example, as can be
seen in the above table the prosecutor invites to explain the crime scene with

a questions "What Feleke did to you?"

nH L9907 198 WILHY ALTE L9907

domm-a-bb-ipn nac’c’ indazih ?ajnat
blood-3MS:OBJ-APPL-1s white like this kind
"...I was bleeding, white this kind ".
The Phrase "I was bleeding white, this kind...is vague" and the way selam
described the crime infer more than one meaning such as (1) the victim is not
a virgin at the age of 12, (2) The suspect has not disvirged the victim, but he
has released the sperm, and (3) the victim has not recognized the blood

because it was her first time maybe it was sperm mixed with blood.

As noted in the above, the courtroom assigned a social psychologist. The

social psychologist assisted Selam by clarifying questions from the prosecutor,
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attorney, and the judges. The researcher observed that this may lead to

another mistake and change the structures of the question from open to close

type.

As presented in annex 3 case 2, the prosecutor asked 22 direct examination
questions out of these, 17 are leading questions. Also, it is due to the changes
she made to the direct examination questions become more understandable
and less stressful for the victim. In principle, the one who asks direct
examination questions cannot lead a witness to testify as he /she wishes.
During the direct examination question, all the questions should be open, and
the nature of the questions encourages the witness to narrate the crime event

freely. For example, in QN 15, QN16, and QN17,

15. AGH U9 F OALTT NATA ARLA? AA hAGHI 2C ANLT o+ %L1 10C?

innat-f hakim bet wasad-atftf-inn  bil-of-all ?aj-dal? lela ko-innat-f gar ?abre-f jot heds-f nabbar ?
mother-POOS:3FS hospital take:PFV-3FS-1S.0BJ say- 3FS-NPST NEG:be:PFV Q other than with-mother-3FS with together- 3FS where
g0-3FS AUX:PFV Q

You said your mother took me to the hospital isn’t it? Where did you go with your mother other than the hospital?)
16. o147 ¢7 (LF POALT +7 AT8H £2270 7 B7AA 10C Qe N7 P1140
jo-zzan K’an bet jo-wasad-o-f k’on inde-zza  ja-doerag-o- k’on Daniel nabbar bilo sim-u-n jo-naggor-o-f
REL-that date house REL-take-3MS-3FS date IDEO:like-that REL-does:PFV-3MS-3FS day Daniel AUX:PFV say:CVB:3MS name-
DEF-ACC  REL-tell-3MS-3FS

The day he took you home, the day he did the crime, he told you his name was Daniel?
17. 8750 10C ALLA avBavsf PATI o7 PAT AG AP aPIP'RT (o> av’E Y1C LOPAD-
Daniel nabbar ?aj-del madzemarija sim-u-n ja-l-a-f folok’s ma-hon-u-n j-awak’-f-iw motfe nabbar

Daniel AUX:PFV NEG-be:PFV primarely name-DEF-ACC REL-say:PFV:-3MS-3FS Feleke NOML-become-DEF-ACC ~ REL-know:PFV-
3FS-3MS:0BJ when AUX:PFV

His name was Daniel, didn't he? When did you know the name Feleke?

All of the above leading questions asked by the expert are violate the rules of

the court. The victim was a 12-year-old witness, and she was the first witness
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of the prosecutor. The witness was summoned by a social psychologist,
believing that she could not explain the case herself only. However, the
expert turned the prosecutor's direct examination question into the leading
questions, which did not allow the witness to explain the crime. As a result,
the expert knowingly or unknowingly pushed the witness to answer the
intention of her. Therefore, this refuses the court not to understand the

nature of the crime.

6.2.1.2. Adult Rape Case
Ato henok was charged with rape case on February 24, 2007 E.C by the
Federal prosecutor, and arrested on March 1, he denied the Miranda right
and he asked the court to defend the case. Before hearing the defense
witnesses, the court allowed according to crime procedural code article
142/3, and Ato Henok gives a statement of defense, and he made the

following statement. The data has taken from Annex 3 and case 1

SDS®. 9:00 A%+ AL hLHCAOEET @MY~ TINT 10+ hH (A Al 2C 22070 Ad? Wen T 206 10C

9:00 sa?at laj ka-betoKirstijan wat’t’a-hu malat now. kazza boh"ala issu gar

9:00 Oclock on from-church out-1S  tosay COP then back 3MS with
hed-ku-pp issu inc’at sira ji-sor-a nabbar.
go-1S-NPST  3MS wood work REL-work:IPFV-3MS AUX:PFV

I left out the church at 9:00 am. Then I went to him and he was working a furniture

As noted in the above table, the suspect (Ato Henok) explained that he was in
a church up to 9:00 pm. He skips the fact by using the temporal lacuna

adverb then”, suddenly he said that he went to his friend's house and he was

% Sexual misconduct defendant statement
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helping his friend who was doing furniture. The statement is used as premises
to conclude the expressions of the next argument. Then, the suspect
concludes his statement he was watching the spiritual movie "Moses’s video".
Before the suspect went to the conclusion, the judge asked some questions to

clarify his narration to the court. The data was taken from Annex 3 and casel

QJ1. 12T 1Mt 10 OL ALTPT IC PG
bet-wo-t gobt-ow now woade guwaddsppa-wo-t gar jo-hed-u-t ?
house-POSS:2S,,,-3MS.OBJ enter:2S:,;,, COP CONJ  friend-2S:;0-3MS.OBJ  with REL-g0:3S:;,,,-3MS.OBJ Q

Did you go to your home and went to your friend home?

SDA2% AP (k 1VE 9°4%7 NAE 1@+ 0Ty~ hH (A Ak 2C 2207 9:00 A%t Al 10:00 AT OAD- AH IC

LC0, A Akt (16 OG- ATHDEE AR® OHY ov-@ +avCe A I0C ATHD-F hH OBA Ah 913 A7 40P
POANCAEL LAT® AN PPy AGT ALP7 10C::

?awo bet gobt{-e misa-je-n  bali-tftfe now jo-wat’ah-u-t. Kozza boh"ala issu gar hed-ku-nn
Yes house enter-1S lunch-POSS:1S-ACC eat-1S (e(0) REL-out:PFV-1S-3MS.OBJ then after 3MS with go-1S-1S.0BJ

9:30 isko 10 so?at ballow izza gar dores-ku-np. issu gar doriff-e issu inc’st sira si-sor-a  ?aggoz-ku-t.
9:30-1:00 hour betwee there with arrive-1S-1S.0BJ 3MS with arrive-1S he wood work CONJ-work-3MS help-1S-3MS.OBJ
ine-mm bazih muja to-mmark’-e silo-nobbar ?aggoaz-ku-t kozzan boh“ala likk mata si-hon  film
1S.FOC on this profession PASS-graduate-1S CONJ-AUX:PFV help-1S-3MS.OBJ then after exactly night CONJ- becom film
jo-betkirstijan film ?all-o jo-muse issu-n film ijj-ajo-n nobbar

GEN- church film be:IPFV-3MS GEN-moses 3MS- ACC film REL-see-2P AUX:PFV

Yes, I went home and ate my lunch, and then I went to him and I arrived there between 9:30 and
10:00 am. I met him and helped him with his wood work, because I graduated in woodwork. After

that, at night, there was a church movie, about Moses, we were watching the movie.

The response of the suspect is very general and violates both the quantity
and quality of the conversation maxims. For the question is asked in JQ2, the
answer should be “yes” or “no” but the suspect gave further information such

as he was helping his friend, he graduated in woodwork, and he watched

39 .
Sexual misconduct defendant responses
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spiritual movies. On the other hand, the suspect violates the quality of the
conversation maxim, for example, in SDA2, the suspect said that they
watched a spiritual movie, but the court did not understand the reason why
the suspect said this? Did the suspect watch a spiritual movie, or he said
deliberately to associate himself with a spiritual personality? It is not clear to
the court. Then the judge asked further contingency questions related to the
sequence of events that the suspect should not have said before. As presented
in annex3 case 1, the questions have the following content (1) what time he
returned home? (2) What time did they stop working? (3) What time the
movie started and ended? (4) Who was with him when he returned home? (5)
What did they talk about with his friend? etc. In particular, the questions
asked by the judge shown below, are presented to check the suspect had seen

a spiritual film that day and what kind of film they have seen.

JQ2. ALt @0 PPOhCP T (W @0 1?
ibet

house

bet wist’?

house in side Q

wist’  miskr- i wo-t
in side witness-2S:};5y. 3MS.OBJ

At home, your witness home?
SDA2. A®

awo
Yes

JQ3. a7t axt endatu-t
sint sa?at c’orr as-atftf-u ?
finish-2PL-3MS.OBJ Q
What time did you finish?
SDA3. h¢®lit 4:00 Okt hAdd

ko-mft-u  4:00 sa?at ?allak’-9
from-night-DEF 4:00 hours end-3MS

It ended at 4:00 oclock

what time

JQ4 9°7 0700 AT 102

min jo-mmil film now?

what REL-say film COP Q

What was the title of a movie?
SDA4. gao-,

jo-muse

JQ5. fav-q,
jo-muse
GEN-muse
Moses’s

SDAS. h?

?awo
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GEN-muse Yes

Moses’s
JQ6. av-(, 2A9° 10+ @20 PN 9y, JQ7.21N¢ o7 10+
Muse s’alim-n now wajs jo-nabju muse-n jo-nebju muse-n
Moses balck-ACC COP  or GEN-prophet moses-ACC GEN-prophet moses-ACC
Is Moses Black or the Prophet Moses? The Prophet Moses?
SDAG6.?11% ao<, SDA7. h®
jo-nabju muse-n ?awo
GEN-prophet moses-ACC Yes
The Prophet Moses?

JQ8. a7t dat om- hH (Lt

sint so?at wat’-u  ke-zza bet
what time out-2S:,,y from-that house
SDAS8.4:00 ait

4 :00 sa?at

4:00 oclock

As stated in the above table, the suspect's response for JQ6 not only for false
support but also for the fact that the film which he claimed to have watched
differs from the film testified by his defense witness. This shows that the
answers of the suspect violate maxims of quality and manner, and he does

not volunteer to tell about the event.

JQ24. hith (IC &40 NG TTPF?
iska ber diras misikkir-u fanna-wo-t?
up to gate upto witness-DEF accompany-2S:;;,y.3MS.OBJ.Q

Did the witness accompany you to the get?

SDA24. A® @ mPF P40 NATPLE ALAD-T P8O NAA A28 PaPAN AT ANS ATLIPNE 19146PAU-

?awo jaw t'owat K’idase sila-imm-hed ijja-1-ku-t ko-k’idase bah“ala inde-mmsl-as inna ?abre- indo-
Yes IDEO:like morning mass CONJ-REL-go:IPFV:1S while-say-1S-3MS.OBJ from-mass later that -back-1S and together-3MS.OBJ
imm-i-sor- a nogr- e-w-al-ohu w

REL-1S-work-tell-3MS.OBJ tell-1S-3MS.OBJ-NPST-1S

Yes, like that, I will go to Mass next morning, I told him I will come back after mass and work with him.
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In SDA24, the answer of the suspect is contradicting with the given
framework of the speech event, i.e. (1) The phrase I am going to Mass that
morning violates maxims of manner, quality, and quantity maxims, and the
phrase becomes out of the given discourse frame. In the above table, on the
day the crime was committed, February 24/2007 E.C. The suspect said that "I
left the church at 9:00, then I went to him, and he was making woodwork". It
implies that he is a follower of the Ethiopian Orthodox Tewahido Church. As
can be seen from the above, the suspect used various means to hide the crime,

and in particular, he has been using religious identity as protection.

6.3. Linguistic cues

6.3.1.  Fabricated Time and Date
According to the first case under 6.2.1.2 above, Henok was charged by the
Federal Prosecutor with the crime of rape. The defendant's statement shows
that the time was a fasting period for Ethiopian Orthodox Tewahido followers.
The suspect is a follower of the religion, he went to Mass after fasting until
6:00 and returns home at 9:00. Therefore this period is identified as the
fasting period, and every follower does the same thing. As mentioned in
annex 3 case 1, February 24/2007 E.C was Monday, and the next day was
Tuesday. Therefore, there is no reason for him to say I will go to Mass. The
next morning, because according to the rule of the rules church during the

fasting time except for Saturday and Sunday there is no morning Mass.
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Besides, the calendar shows that the reported day was Tuesday. Likewise, a

defense witness testified that the day was Monday.

To illustrate the point, consider the following evidence, the prosecutor asked
this question to the defense witness during cross-examination and the date

stated by the witness contradicts the suspect's reasoning.

CRQ12.ACOL W877 7 (97287 1@ LOJOG-T (FAL U-3I?

irs"o ihen-n k’an ba-mnidn now ja-stawos-u-t ba-talsjo huneta?

2syoy  this-ACC day by- what COP  REL-remember:PFV-2S,,, in-different situation Q

How did you remember this day particularly?

DWA12. Ah 0497k 10C ha FeeacH0F 2100+ (1 A2 TINT 1@< avd( T AT 1@< 910@-:: av)( T AT
A0 0A°TE OF P77 ThFFL ki OC ANTLPT PHT AT A28 A2MY, A0 (A9°7E Ab IC AL 104 AD-FPAU-::

Likk bo-samnt-u nobbar kiss to-ma-srito-bb-at jo-gaba-w ba-?and
Juest by-week-DEF AUX:PFV  charge PASS-NOML-establish:CVB:3MS-APLL-3MS REl-enter:PFV-3MS in- one

malot now. moggabit Inow jo-goba-w moggabit 1 silo-goba ba-samint-u ssppo  k’sn
meaning COP march 1 COP REL-enter-3MS.OBJ march 1 CONJ-enter in-week-DEF  monday day

tokotataj ine gar silo-immi-hon jo-zzan ilot indo ?aggat’ami si-gob-a ba-sammint-u
continuous 1S with CONJ -REL-become:IPFV on-that day CONJ- incident CONJ-enter-3MS CONJ-week-DEF
ine gar indo-nabar-a ?awk’al-a-hu
1S  with  CONJ-AUX:PFV-3MS know-3MS-1S
He was charged with the same day of the week we were together he was charged at 1,
it's March 1st. Since he entered March 1, Monday, I know he was with me that week,

continuously he was with me.

In annex 3 case 1, the attorney asked a direct examination question to
contradict against the accused, and he asked the following direct examination.
But the answer to the question for the witness shows a piece of time-related

linguistic evidence.

ADEQ1 av’E 10+ WY &CLT TAAaP eTHOAD-<?
motfe now ihe dirgit to-fos’s’om-o jo-to-bal-ow ?
when COP this action PASS-does-3MS  REL-PASS-say:PFV-3MS.OBJ Q

127




When was the act allegedly committed?
DWA 1 et 24/2007 4.9°
jokatit 24/2007 E.C

February 24, 2007 E.C

ADEQ?2 07 AT AL 10+ &CET 4Aa0 PTHOAD-?

sint so?at laj now dirgit-u-n  fos’s’oma  jo-to-bal-ow ?

what time on COP action-DEF-ACC  does:PFV REL-PASS-say:PFV-3MS.OBJ Q
What time was the act allegedly committed?

T4 2:00 Ak AN aPAATT 4200 STHNAD-

DWA 2 Mata 2 :00 sa?at 2akababi massalo-nn fos’s’omo jo-to-bal-ow

Night 2:00 oclock around think-1S does:PFV REL-PASS-say:PFV-3MS.OBJ

I think it happened around Night 2:00 oclock

ADEQ7 (LY @0 +ALeI-Tu-9° 10C?

ba-zzih mahal te-lgjajt-atft{ihu nabbara

in this between PASS-separate:RECP-2PL. AUX:PFV

Were you separated in the meantime?

ANTALLTIT (\HD<7 LH, A OC haed) (A ANTALL7I°

DWA 7 ?al-to-19jjaj-on-mm bizu-w-n  gizy ine gar ko-mat’t’-a
NEG-PASS-separate:RECP -1S-NCM many-DEFACC time I with CONJ-come-3MS
bah"ala ?al-to-lgjjaje-n-mm

later NEG-PASS-separate:RECP -1S-NCM

We were not separated. Mostly we are not separated once comes with

me.

As shown in the table above, the crime has committed by the suspect at 2:00
night. The witness testified that when the crime was said has been committed
defendant was working with a witness. But they separated for a few minutes
or hours. As can be stated in DWA 7 “‘we are not separated. Mostly we are not
separated after he comes with me”. It means that defendant may have still

committed alleged crime during the open period or the separation.
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In the Ethiopian trial, the witness may be asked how he came to be a witness,
especially during the cross-examination, and how he remembered the date of
the incident. These types of questions may arise from the intention of the
trial process. The trial process has been taking a long time. So there is a
probability the witness will be forgotten the date of the incident. In this
circumstance, sometimes that the defense witnesses change the date of the
incident to hide or deceive the truth. Therefore, the prosecutor or the
attorney asks the questions of how the witness reminds the date of the

incident.

6.3.2. False Supportive Evidence and Lack of Conviction
In Dan Rabon and Tanya Chapman (2018:17), false supportive refers to
defendants or attorneys witness unnecessary oaths were used as an example.
In this study, in Ethiopian courts, suspects intend to show religious
personalities, but the statement is not relevant for a case besides the suspect’s
use of it to manifest religious identity and characterized under the topic of
false support. According to the suspect, defendant’s witness watched the
spiritual movie with him. The following data has been taken from a sexual

misconduct case 1

JQ2. A% AR THA?

Film ?ajt-atftfh"-al?
movie see-2P-2-NPST-Q
Have you been watching movie?

DWAZ2. 409 h@ 150 AP

Film ?ajte-n-al ?2wo
movie see-2P-NPST yes
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Yes have seen a movie?

JQ3.99°7 A9 10 POTU~t?
jo-min film new jo-aj-atftfhu-t-?
Gen-what movie COP REL-see:PFV-2PL- 3MS.OBJ Q
What movie did you see?
DWA3. a0, &A° £97 LavAATA
jo-muse s®™lim film jo -aj-o-n ji-masl-anpp-al
GEN-moses black movie REL-see:PFV-3MS-1PL. REL-resemble:IPFV- 3MS-1S.0BJ-NPST
I thought that we have seen Moses’s movie

The response of the witness in DWA3 shows a lack of conviction, and the
given statement has not been recorded in the defendant’s testimony. As we
have seen above, the witness stated that the film he saw with the defendant
was Moses Black. The witness response was different from defendant's answer,

where he said that they had seen a movie of the Prophet Moses _(see 6.2.1.2.)

Also, the witness did not use any words to describe the defendant's religious
identity in his speech, and he did not recall the circumstances in which he

came to testify.

JQ- 12:00 Akt A810FU- 10 &h\av<T 910+ PBavsFu-t? OLA AMA AFLCT P10 T1C 10

12:00 sarat indo-gob-atftfihu now film-u-n  m-ajot jo-dgmor-atftfhut wojs lela si-t-adorg-u jo-nabors nagar nabara?
12:00 oclock (E.T) CONJ- enter-2PL. COP film-DEF-ACC NOML-see REL-start:PFV-2PL or other CONJ-2PL- sort-2P REL-AUX:PFV  thing
AUX:PFV Q

Did you start watching the movie at 12:00 or did you do something else?

DWALline 1. A2 0&A £2L71@ T1C PA° ALEI° LH, 10 MA £LLT1D T1C PAIP::

?aj lela ja-darog-naw nagar jo-ll-o-mm irad3dzim gize now lela ja-derag-n-sw nagar jo-ll-o-mm

no other REL-sort- 1P thing NEG:exis-3MS.OBJ-NCM long time COP other REL-do:PFV-1PL-3MS.OBJ thing NEG:exist-3MS:0BJ-NCM

No, we haven't done anything else, it's been a long time. We haven't done anything else.
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line2. A1 A107 T1CT AAAFO-FD-9° AI®T 2 Gavt A, PTFA::
inna-issu inna-issu nagoar-otftf 2al-astawiss-atftf-ow-mm lomn 2 ?amat ?akababi hono-t-al
ASSOC-3PL ASSOC-3PL  thing- PL NEG:remember- 1PL-3MS.OBJ-NCM why 2 years around become:CVB-3MS.OBJ-NPST

I do not remember things. Because it's been almost 2 years since it happened

line 3. 107 ®L (Lt APTEY 0> AZLHY OAPIPT dr A7 PO 2:00 QAT AONTLYPT &40 AI9IHC (S
AQNTLLLLe L0 LADT TIC EOL APPLPCT AGTPATY

goba-n bet wist’ samint-u-n mulu indeza silo-mm-in-hon k’uc’c’ bil-on jaw 2 so?at isko-mme-i-hon dires
enter-1P house in week-DEF-ACC  full like that ~CONJ-REL-1PL-be:IPFV sit say-1PL IDEO:like 2 hours upto-REL-3MS-be:IPFV arrive
inna-mazar bunna iske-mm-i-afol-u dirss jall-o-w-n nagor tivi ijjo-k’sjajor-n  inn-aj-al-an.
ASSOC- mother coffee upto-REL-boil:IPFV-3PL arrive REL:existPFV-3MS-3MS.OBJ thing TV REL-change:IPFV-1PL 1PL-see-NPST-1PL

We enter in to the house all week and the same thing happened until 2 o'clock, until mother an

th family brewed coffee, We will change the TV channels and watching.

line 4. Ah 2:00 AAF DT OAA AT AT (BA 47790 Ad28-H7 AP0A7T 10C
likk 2 sa?at ka-hona boh"ala irat ko-bal-an boh“ala fondifa ?afonidt-on ijjo-ball-an nabbar

just 2 hours ABL-become after dinner ABL-eat-1PL later popcorn roasted- 1PL.  while-eat-1PL.  AUX:PF

Just after 2 o'clock we had dinner and we were eating popcorn.

line 5. 479,04 AM9° AAIPIDL: A1 TIHC U-0I° AATLLLIGAT 47190 U-AI° hHATTY WI0ANT AI8D9° (U7 AL hPHN4L.AY
10 PP°INADOHY U273 10 RI°GTANL.D-::

fondifa bat’'t’am sils-imm-in-wad  inns mazer hullem sils-imm-i-afonad-u-ll-inp  fondifa hulem ijjo-te-fam-an
popcorn  very CONJ-REL-1PL-like:IPFV  ASSOC mother daily ~ CONJ-REL-3PL-roasted:IPFV-3PL-APP-1S popcorn daily ~ REL-PASS-
seize:IPFV-1PL

in-bal-all-on  indowm sohan laj ijjo-tokefafol-n now jomm-in-bal-aw ba-izih huneta now jomme-inn-asalf ow

1PL-eat:IPFV-NPST-1PL in fact plate on REL-divide:RECP-1PL. COP REL—I1PL-eat:IPFV-3MS.OBJ in-this situation COP REL-1PL-
pass:IPFV-3MS:OBJ

I like popcorn so much that my mother always roasted for me, so we are eating and we are

eating on a plate, this is how we spend our time.

As can be seen, in the table above line 2, “I do not remember those things.”
the defendant witness stated that he did not recall certain things and that his
statements to the court were deceptive and general.

Q. Did you start watching the movie at 12:00, or did you do something

else?
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A. No, we have not done anything else. It has been a long time. We have
not done anything else.
According to the above question, the judge asked to testify. Both started
watching the movie at 12:00 at night, and the witness said that, “did nothing
else”. However, he did not say that they had started watching the film at that
time, but rather that it had been a long time since it took place.
Line 3: We went in and sat in the house all week long the same thing
happened until 2:00 at night until my mother brewed coffee, and we were

changing the TV channels and watching.

The above statement shows that the general events of the usual activities of
the suspect and the defendant. Also, it shows what they did over and over

again in a week.

Just after 2:00 at night we had dinner, and then, we are eating popcorn, I
like Popcorn so much that my mother always roasted me, so we are eating,
and We are eating on a plate, this is how we spend our time.
In the above response, the witness summed up the events and described what
they could do in general, not what was done that day. The witness did this by

changing tens of verbs to manipulate the disposition of the event.

To summarize the chapter, in the case of sexual assault, a perpetrator is

physically and psychologically strong, and the victim is younger, physically,
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and emotionally vulnerable. In this case, Selam was raped by the school
guard. The discussion showed that she was a 12-year-old girl who testified in
court with the help of social psychologist, and she was not able to qualified
to prove the case. To assist the victim, the court assigned an expert. But the
expert altered the characteristics of the prosecutor's direct examination

questions into projection cross-examination questions (see 7.4.4).

As far as the researcher survey is concerned in Ethiopian Legal study, there
are no empirical research works to address the evidentially valid accounts
from child witnesses in a less stressful way. In a Forensic Linguistics study
sexually abused children are taken as a witness of a prosecutor to testify
crime occurances. At this point where the children who come to testify are
supported to follow the basic procedures for testifying unless the court will

be faced with difficulties in passing a decision beyond a reasonable doubt.

Besides, like other types of crimes, adult rape case suspects use different
methods to cover up their crimes, such as false supportive evidence and
fabricated date/time have been presented as linguistic cues. In this process,
in general, it can be understood that arguments in the case of sexual assault,
especially in the case of the perpetrator, the defendant, or the defendant
witness argued completely against the crime, and in particular, to win the

case, they focus on time and fabricated identities.
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Chapter Seven Result (IV)
Eyewitnesses in Bribery, Murder and Sexual Misconduct Cases

7.1. Introduction

The word witness refers to a person who has observed something occured
and can give a first-hand description of it. Black's law dictionary (2004:1769)
defined, eyewitness, as one who personally sees an event. Most of the time
accusers are eyewitness of an event because they observe it happen and have
personal knowledge of it. In all criminal proceedings, the accusers' role may
change from accusing suspect to being witness of the prosecutor. The
prosecutor calls the accuser as a prime witness. Next to the accuser, other
observers are called as witnesses to testify what they had observed. In the

Ethiopian Federal High courtrooms, there are steps to call a witness.

Phase 1- A judge asks a witness to swear in the name of God or Allah or
make an affirmation to tell the truth. As we have seen in chapter two, in
Ethiopian courtrooms a solemn statement or oath is taken as the only means
of voir dire. However, the voir dire method of the court is not capable of

checking whether a witness speaks the truth or not.

Phase 2- In a courtroom hearing, if the courtroom calls a prosecutor witness,
the prosecutor presents a theme to the trial. The registered theme uses as a
frame for a leading question and cross-examination question. It indicates a

scope of witness knowledge on the given case. The prosecutor does not ask a
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question out of the frame, and the attorney does not cross-examine a witness
out of the content regarding the question asked by the prosecutor and
responded by the witness. In the same way, if a courtroom hearing an
attorney witness, the attorney presents a theme that will be testified by a
witness and the prosecutor does not impeach the witness out of the content

recorded by the court.

Phase 3- Prosecutor calls a witness to prove the truth of an accuser’s
situation. During this phase, accusers are witness of a prosecutor. Then, the
prosecutor asks a direct question to get statements of witnesses or accusers.
The type of questions is a direct one, the conversation between the two

parties begins with the following phrase.

+hat aa A0 T8N eI 0-PD (R9°FD-ED-T) AFCE bk ANCA/E,

to-kassat-2 silo to-b-al-ow woandzel jommitawk’-ow-n (jommitawk’-i-wn) lo-fird  bet-u ?asrod-a/d3i
PASS-happen:PFV-3MS CONJ PASS-say:PFV-3MS:OBJ crime ~ REL-know:IPFV-2MS-3MS:OBJ  -2FS-3SM:0BJ CONJ-court house-DEF explain-2MS/2FS

"Explain to the court about the crime that was said happened"

Table 18 An example of open or direct examination question is asked by a prosecutor

Phase 4- Next to prosecutor, the attorney asks witnesses a cross-examining
question. A type of cross-examination questions is distinct from a direct
question which is asked by the prosecutor. By default a cross examination

question is asked by leading a witness.

Phase 5- Then the court gives a second chance where there is cross-

examination to the attorney or the prosecutor to ask re-examine questions.
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The second round chance is not given to the other party i.e if the witness is
called by the prosecutor the second round chance is given to the prosecutor.
But if the witness is called by the attorney the re-examine opportunity is
given to the attorney. As the phases showed the second round chance is given
after the cross examination question. The purpose is to correct witness’s

unlike evidence that has been recorder during the direct question.

Phase 6- Finally, the judges ask a screening question. But the judge can ask

questions any time if the testimony is unclear to the court.

7.2. Speech Event of Witness

In the Ethiopian Federal Courtrooms, the speech event of witness is framed
by the body that calls the witness. If a theme of speech event is registered by
the prosecutor, the attorney is restricted to cross examine the witness on the
given frame. Similarly, if the theme is registered by the attorney, the
prosecutor is restricted to cross examine the witness on the given frame.
Sometimes during cross examination questions, the attorney or the
prosecutor may ask questions out of the given frame. At this time, the body
that calls the witness presents an objection. Then, the objection will be
accepted or rejected by the judge. If the judge agrees to the objection one is
forced to discontinue the question. This restriction is not only for cross

examination, but applies to the direct examination questions, too.

136



The following data is taken from annex1, bribery case 3, annex 2, murder
cases 3 and annex 3 sexual misconduct cases 3 and the charges are read as

follows:

Bribery Case Charge
On 15 March, 2009 E.C, Ato Belete Tola was charged with 450,000
birr by the Federal anti-corruption Prosecutor. The suspect received
450,000 birr from an import-exporter agent, Ato Fasil Kedir.
According to the Prosecutor general, Ato Fasil Kedir paid to the suspect
50 % of 900,000 birr for illegally imported women clothes.

Murder Case Charge

Ato Belachew’s death occurred on January 02, 2009 E.C as a result of
beating by Mr. Yonas. The Prosecutor contended that Yonas was a

murderer, but Yonas argued that he did not kill Belachew

Sexual Misconduct charge
On 02/10/2010 E.C, Ato Feleke was charged with violating article 66
of sub article 3 of the Criminal Code, a person who was presumed to be

14-17, and was found guilty of raping a child in a guard room.

7.3. Direct Examination Question
In a courtroom, direct examination questions assist a witness to narrate about
a crime event. When a witness tells a story he/she is directed by the

prosecutor or attorney. Very often a direct examination question encourages
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a witness to openly explain to the court about the crime event. The purpose
of direct examination questions is to witness’s testimony about facts that
support a case. In addition, direct examination questions allow a witness to
explain more about the event as far as he/she recalls his/her episodic

memory.

To elaborate the discussion this study analyses three recorded themes of a
witness testified to the court. Appropriate data have been taken from each
case. In civil law legal system, during a direct examination questions, the
Prosecutor is responsible for testifying only a recorded theme of a crime. This
is supported by article 130 of the Ethiopian criminal procedures.The

following tables show the themes of the prosecutor in a Bribery case.

PANGTT At APA AATPT  P91.0048A7 40LA NeC OFNA Adgoen, PO+ +CIHA AT
LANND- AANAT AéAN © 9000 NC AR AWt AAINE ABTr ARTE APLNP AOA +hAl

(AF 0Am R4) hPhC OC Nery1c PHUT £9000. 1C 50 % 4500 A1C Ar8heAo-
N4 1A APD- A hE7r 4500 NC ATLNLAD: 10+ P10L 8-

Miskrat(tfin ?ato ?ayslo Solomon jommijasradaln Fasil kadr jotobalo ?asmact’i
bowaw tiranzit ?ammakannat jasgobbaw ?albasat siffotof jo 900fi birr
lijjunnat ?asajto silonabbar ihennu lijjunnat lomadabbak’ sibbal tokassaf (?
ato Boalat’s Tola)kemsikkir gar bamannagagar jozzihn ja900(i birr 50 % 450(i
birr indikofalow kotoderadderu bshvala ik’aw talak’k’o 450fi birr

indokoffolow now jommijasrodaw.

Our witness Ato Ayele Solomon gives a testimony about Fasil Kedir, who is
an importer of clothes via Waw transit. Fasil Kedir imported women clothes
which showed extra bundles, 900 thousands birr. To hide this difference, the
suspect (Ato Belete Tola) asked to be paid 50 % of the 900 thousands birr
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and he received 450 thousands birr from Ato Fasil Kedir via the witness (Ato
Ayele Solomon) and then Ato Belete Tola left the bundles.

Table 19 General Prosecutor Recorded Theme on Bribery case

As can be seen in the above table, the prosecutor calls the witness to testify
on the following points
(1) Ato Fasil Kedir is the importer of clothes through WAW transit
(2) He imports women’s clothes
(3) On the day of 15" March 2009 E.C, the imported clothes had more
bundles than expected
(4) These bundles cost 900 thousands birr
(5) The defendant asked 50% of the cost, 450 thousands birr
(6) The importer, Ato Fasil Kedir, paid the required amount via Ato
Ayele Solomon (the witness) to Ato Belete Tola (the defendant)
The study is to evaluate the themes that have been recorded by the court and
the relevance of the questions asked by the prosecutor and the responses
given by the prosecutor witness. The following table shows the statements of

the prosecutor questions and the witness answers.

Question of Prosecutor and Response by Prosecutor Witness Recorded Themes by the
Prosecutor
PQ*1. AP0 - -AF APA A0PONé PPN 7 T4 AN ASCLOLE POLSAT (3) On the day of 15" March

?ak’k’abehigg - Ato ?ajjals li-masakkir-u jo-mat’t’-u-bb-at-n guddaj ?iski | 2009 E.C the imported clothes
Prosecutor- Mr Ayele CONJ-testify-2S1,0y  REL-come:PFV-2St,,,-APPL-3MS.OBJ-ACC case IDEO :let showed extra bundles
la-fridbet-u jo-as-rodd -u-ll- in

to-court-DEF  REI-CAUS-explain:PFV-2S:,,,-APLL-1PL-ACC

40 .
Question of Prosecutor
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Prosecutor - Mr Ayele Solomon, tells us about the case that you have
Come to testify about?
AWH1. A0, v PPONC- P17 AANFO-AD-9° D4 a0 D1+ OC 2009 %.9° 10C

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- k’an-u-n ?al-astawwis-ow-mm

Prosecutor witness-

war-u
date-DEF-ACC NEG:1S-remember--3MS.OBJ-NCM month-DEF
moaggabit war 2009 ?a.m nabbr

murch  month 2009 E.C AUX:PFV

Witness - I do not remember the day, it was March ,2009 E.C

PQ2. A% h- OHY 7 9°F P12
?ak’k’abehigg — ba-zzih k’an min hon-a?
prosecutor by-this date what become-3MS.OBJ Q
Prosecutor- What happened on that day?

AW2. AP0 v PPONC - (HY 7 U0 A28 09140 AP 104 AF NAM dHiF APD7
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- ba-zzih k’an jo-hon-ow  ?and

Prosecutor witness- by-this day REL-become:PFV one

jomm-i-fottaf ik’a nabbaro ?to Balot’t’s Tola fottaf-u-t ik’a-w-n
REL-3MS-check material AUX:PFV title Belete Tola check-2S:,,,y 3MS.OBJ material-DEF-ACC

Witness - On this day, there was an inspection of items, Ato Belete Tola

checked out the items

Not recorded

PQ3. A0, - hP@- 977 10+
?ak’k’abe higg - ik’a-w mind-in  now?
Prosecutor- material-DEF what-ACC COP Q
Prosecutor- What's the item?

AW3. AN 4w PONC-POAT AdaaT
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir — jo-set-otft{ ?2albas-at
Prosecutor witness- GEN-woman-3PL apparel-3PL

Witness - Women's apparels

(2) He is the importer of

women’s clothes

PQ4. A%, T - Al
?ak’k’abe higg — iffi....
Prosecutor-  okay

Prosecutor- Okay (in the form of pleasing the witness to say more)

AWA4. AP0, ch9 PPONC-PH AP ARTT 104D POZLN ARYT 104D

(3) On the day of 15™ March
2009 E.C the imported
clothes showed extra
bundles

“ Response of Witness
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ik’a

material difference AUX:PFV-3MS.OBJ

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- jo-izza lijjunnat nabbar-ow

Prosecutor witness- GEN-that
jo-bandil lijjunant nabbr-aw

GEN-bundle difference be:PFV-3MS.OBJ

Witness - The item had difference in bundle

PQ5. A% chl - IO187 10+ (7LA?
?ak’k’abehigg — Mindin now bandil ?

Prosecutor- what  COP bundle Q

Prosecutor- What is a bundle?

AWS. AP0 9 PANC- TPA TINT 10-:: (Fhhd 290.00me APPT PP eOHT ARTE

104@-::27P T 900,000 IC £aPM 10C:: AhF NAM 45000 NIC AMVFD-::
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- t'ik’ll malat now. ba-t’kill jomm-i-mat’-u
Prosecutor witness- packages to say COP, by-packages REL-3MS-come-IPFV-3MS.OBJ
ik’a-wotftf t'ik’ll-u je-tkK’illu
material-3PL.  package-3MS.OBJ REL-quantity difference AUX:PFV-3MS:0BJ GEN-package
bizat jo-t’k’ill-u  bizat 900,000
quantity ~difference AUX:PFV-3MS.OBJ GEN-pacage-3MS quantity900,000

ji-mat’a nabbar. la-?ato ballat’s 450(i sot’sh"-atftf-ow.

jo-bizat lijjunat nabbar-ow

lijjunnat nabbara-w. birr

currency
birr
3MS-come AUX:PFV. to-title  belete 450 thousand currency give2s,q\-3S:;oy-3MS.OBJ

Witness - Bundle is a package or punch of clothes, there was a
difference in the total number of packages, the number was estimated

900,000 birr and I gave 450,000 Birr to Ato Belete Tola.

(4)These bundles cost

900,000 birr

(5) the defendant asked 50%
of the cost, 450,000 birr

(6) The importer, Ato Fasil

Kedir the

amount to Ato Belete Tola

paid required

via Ato Ayele Solomon (the

witness)

PQ6. AP0 ch- Ot 10 LA TFD-?
?ak’k’abehigg — jot now jo-sot’t’"-at(tf-ow ?
Prosecutor — wher COP REI-give:PFV:2S,,0y-3S;;0x-3MS.0BJ Q
Prosecutor - Where did you give him?
AwW6. A2, /9 PONC- THE T
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir-Nazret

Prosecutor witness- Nazareth: name of town

Witness —Nazareth (Adama)

Not recorded

PQ7. AP0, h%- GHGT 042
?ak’k’abehigg — Nazret jot?

Prosecutor - Nazareth where Q

Not recorded
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Prosecutor -Where in Nazareth (Adama) (specific place)?
AW7. A0 b PPONC- aP(é-t 8N AN,
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- moabrat hajl ?akababi
around

Prosecutor witness- power station

Witness -Around the electric power station

PQ8. AP0, vl - A87T NC AdPAmt aPFAP JOIL7 102
ak’k’abi higg —?ihenn-in birr lo-mast’at mannaf-a-wo mindin now?

prosecutor- this-ACC money to-give base-3MS-2s,,,y Wwhat COP Q

Prosecutor -What was your initial goal of giving the money?
AWS.AP0, 9 PONC- AP@- ARTT NA 10D 1@-::

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- ik’a-w lijjunnat silo-nabbara-w

Prosecutor witness- material-DEF difference CONJ-AUX:PFV-DEF

Witness — Because the item had the differences

On the day of 15%¢
2009 E.C, the

clothes showed

3)
March
imported

extra bundles

PQO9. AP0 i - K877 AT FhaTl Ao I0C?

nabbar ?

defendant know-CVB-3MS.OBJ AUX:PFV Q

?ak’k’abe higg —?ihenn-in lijjunnat tokassaf ?awk’-o-t

Prosecutor - this-ACC difference

Prosecutor - Did the defendant know this difference?
AWO. AP0, h1 PO0C- POBIA

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- jo-awk’-u-t-al
REL-know:PFV-3S ;o -3MS.OBJ-NPST

Prosecutor witness-

Witness - He knows it

Not recorded

PQ10. AP0 1 -0t OC 10 Am@~t Pit?
?ak’k’abehigg — sint birr sot’t’->-hu-t now jeo-al-u-t ?
Prosecutor- how money give-3ms-1S -3MS.OBJ COP  REL-say-2S:,,y 3MS.OBJ Q
Prosecutor - How money Birr have you given, you said?
AW10. 420, h °0NC- 450,000 Tl NCNC
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- 450,000 birr

Prosecutor witness-450,000 money

Witness - 450,000.

(5) The defendant asked 50%
of the cost, 450,000 birr

(6) The importer, Ato Fasil
Kedir, paid the amount of
money required through Ato
Ayele Solomon (the witness) to
Ato Belete Tola.

Table 20 Prosecutor Question and Answers of the Witness in bribery case
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During a direct examination question, the prosecutor used an imperative
form of question to invite the witness and then the witness describes his /her
version of the realities to the court, for example in QP1

AP h- AP APA AgPOhé Poom-(VFT T4 Adh, ARCEOE LOLHNT

?ak’k’abe higg - ?to 2ajjalo li-masakr-u jo-mat’t’-u-bb-s-t-n guddaj ?iski
Prosecutor - title Ayele CONJ-witness-2S:y,y REL-come:PFV-2S:,, APPL-3MS-3MS.OBJ-ACC issue let
lo-fridbet-u  j-as-radd-u-ll-in

to-court-DEF 2S;;,0n-CAUS-explain-2S:;0y-APPL-ACC

Prosecutor - Ato Ayele, Would you tell to the court the case that you have come to

testify about

The above question shows the prosecutor opportunity to relive reality from
prosecutor perspective. Therefore, the witnesses should tell what happened so
that the event is re-created for the prosecutor benefit. This must be done
while keeping in mind the elements of the crimes, claims, or defences, and

the ever-present requirements of simplicity and efficiency.

Then the prosecutor proceeds to open ended (WH) questions. As noted in the
table above, from PQA2 to QA10, the Prosecutor asked five (5) open-ended
questions. These are

PQ2. (HY +7 97 U1?
ba-zzih k’on min hon-a?
on-this day what become-3MS.OBJ Q
What happened on this day?
PQ5. 9787 1@+ N78A?

Mindin naw bandil ?

what COP bundle Q
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What is a bundle?
PQ6. ¢ 1@ A Fo-?
jot now jo-sot’t’"-atftf-ow ?
where COP REL-give:PFV-2S:,,,,-3SM.OBJQ
Where have you given him?
PQ10. -7t ¢ 1@ amu-t £at?
sint birr  sat’t’-a-hu-t now  jo-al-u-t?
how money give-3MS-1S-3MS.OBJ COP  REL-say:PFV-2S3MS.OBJ -,y Q

How much money have you given, you said?

The Prosecutor used these questions to lead the plot of the story. McCormack
and Wallach (2016:36) stated that direct examination questions leads witness
to tell the story of an event keeping the witness attention to the issue. The
lawyer should remain eyes-focused on the witness while the answer is being
given as though he has never heard the answer before. Open ended questions,
in particular, are originated from a general testimony of the evidence
presented. For example in AW 1, the witness started to narrate the event as
follows,
A2, A PPONC- P17 AANFO-(D-9° @4 avp(+ oC 2009 9.9° 10C
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- k’an-u-n ?al-astawwis-ow-mm waor-u
Prosecutor witness- date-DEF-ACC NEG:1S-remember--3MS.OBJ-NCM month-DEF
moaggabit war 2009 ?a.m nabbar

march month 2009 E.C AUX:PFV

Witness - I do not remember the day, it was March, 2009 E.C

As noted in PQ 2, when the witness starts to narrate about the date of the
crime the prosecutor asked “What happened on this day?” This is because the
testimony needs to include events that require information/data for the court.
Then specific questions are asked as long as the required evidence is

mentioned by the witness. At this point, witnesses may be compelled to
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testify outside of the recorded case. In the same way, witnesses were forced
to manipulate the evidence and violate the maxims of the conversation, and

the illocutionary act opened for further interpretation.

As we have seen in the table 20 the recorded themes are used as points of
reference for the questions asked by the prosecutor at a later stage of the
examination. The Prosecutor has asked ten (10) questions among which
seven (7) were part of the recorded theme, while the remaining three were
asked out of registered themes. However, some of the registered themes were
not asked by the prosecutor. For example, the first sentence (1) Ato Fasil
Kedir is the importer of clothes through Waw transit. This statement was not
testified by the witness. The statement is important to check the relation
between Waw Transit, the Importer and the Witness. In addition, the
statemets help to know the legality of the agent. Ato Ayele Solomon who is a
witness for the prosecutor and who was giving all the statements like a
participant witness. The defendant strongly argued that the witness, Ato

Ayele was not there.

On the contrary, the prosecutor asked questions of unrecorded themes, such
as questions 6, 7 and 9. These played a key role in questioning and
pretending to be unsubstantiated, and it allowed the court to have full
confidence in the witness. As a result, judges were able to pass a decision

without reasonable doubt.
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6. AP0 A- T 10 0 FD-?
jot now jo-sat’t’"-atftf-ow ?
where COP REL-give:PFV-2S:;,04-3S:50n OBJQ
Where have you given him?
AP0, /v °ANC- SHET
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir-Nazret
Prosecutor witness- Nazareth: name of town
Witness —Nazareth (Adama)
7. AP0 h- CHET OF?
?ak’k’abehigg — Nazret jot?
Prosecutor - Nazareth where Q
Prosecutor -Where in Nazareth (Adama) (specific place)?
AZN hl PPONC- ooet @A ANA(L
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir-mabrat hajl ?akababi
Prosecutor witness- power station around

Witness -Around the electric power hub

9. AP0 AT - K77 ARYE AT ho-Bt+ 10C?

?ak’k’abe higg — ?ihenn-in lijjunnat tokessaf ?awk’-o-t nabbar?

Prosecutor - this-ACC difference defendant know-CVB-3MS.OBJ AUX:PFV Q

Prosecutor - Did the defendant know this difference?
AZ0, chl PONC- La-RIO0

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- jo-awk’-u-t-al

Prosecutor witness- REL-know: PFV-2S,,,,\-3MS.OBJ-NPST

Witness - He knows it

These questions are not part of the recoded themes rather they are used to
lead to the truth about the corruption of the defendant. The responses of
these questions help the prosecutor to convince the court because it provides
details of information about the crime. It is important to know where the

crime occurred, but it is also important to know in advance that the witness
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who is to speak about the crime was involved directly when the crime was

committed, which could not be confirmed by the prosecutor.

In some legal case a witness may not be required speak to about a crime
event after he had seen it. He can testify about it according to the criminal
statute what he thinks the offender has committed. In such condition, the
prosecutor or the attorney is not required to describe a theme which is
testified by the prosecutor or by the attorney’s witness. This helps a
prosecutor or an attorney to manipulate witness testimony in a way that
assists them to win the case. In this regard the study has taken data from

annex 2 murder case2. The following expel shows how a witness

Table 21 The General Prosecutor Theme of Murder case

+0AT eHNAANT °N2eT POTENT avPer, T 5407 TAAGA (1914 10+ (HUI° aPALT: bt
G0 9T ONF@O LATTT 1040 071N 10+ (HE® A0t 15 AG 35 PAP0L h9 ARG PCOPA::
PPANCET® L7LLNCANT ONINCAT ch 137 o0l NP1 A28 hir 10+ P7LoP(NGAY::

tokassaf jotokasabot miknjat jowondzal higgun 540 n tolalfal bommil now.
bazzihu mosarat tokossaf ?ato Yonas m“at{ balatfow jilman gol*al bomil now.
bozarew ilot 1nna inna 3 ppa jo?ak’abe higg miskir k’arbowal. Miskirot{tfum
jomijasraduln basnasro?at higgu 137 masorat bok’at’t’ita indo kissu now

jomimasokruln.

The defendant was charged with violating article 540 of the Criminal Code
and, accordingly, Mr Yonas was charged with the death of belachew. Today
the 1st and 3rd prosecution witnesses presented. The witnesses testify to us

that they are directly testifying as per the procedural under Code 137.
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In this case, the theme of the testimony is not directly recorded by the court.
But the Prosecutor refers to it by citing article 540 of the criminal code.
Which states
Whoever intentionally commits homicide neither in aggravating
circumstances as in Article 539, nor in extenuating
circumstances as in Article 541, is punishable with rigorous

imprisonment from five years to twenty years.

The following facts extracted from the above theme:

(1) The defendant intentionally commits the crime

(2) The crime was committed neither in aggravating nor

extenuating circumstance

As can be presented in annex 2 murder case 2, the above two themes have
been taken as a frame of the testimony. So the witness has obliged to explain
the facts about the crime based on the given framework. The prosecutor
asked 15 questions. Among the 15 questions, 9 are not recorded by the court.
These are PQ1, PQ2, PQ3, PQ5, PQ6, PQ11, PQ13, PQ14 and PQ15. In PQ1
and PQ2, the witness has been asked to state the time and place of the crime.
However, according to article 540, the witness is not obliged to explain the
time and place of the crime event. In PQ3, the judge asked the witness to
present the story of the crime event, but he said that the suspect did not

knowingly commit the crime, Example PW3:
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The underlined phrases show that the suspect did not commit the crime

intentionally. For example, the phrase By chance Yonas came to the bar

shows that the defendant was not there intentionally to attack the guilty. The
witness testified that Yonas came to entertain himself, but at that moment, a
disagreement arose between Yonas and Belachew. Then, in the bar, the
victim, Belachew hit Yonas. After that, Yonas went out of his way and
Belachew followed him. This shows that Belachew followed Yonas to attack
him again but the result turned out to be the opposite. Therefore, the
defendant committed the crime with which he defends himself from the
attack of Belachew. As a result, the first theme has failed by the answer of the
witness. The witness is the first witness of the prosecutor. He called to prove
the prosecutor's theme. Yet, the question that has been asked outside of the

recorded theme has changed the outcome.

In PQ4, PQ5 and PQ6, the Prosecutor asked the witness to identify the one
who incites the disagreement between the two. According to the answer of

the witness

PQ4- A20, h°1: 10+ RavF@- G07?
?ak’abe higg- man now jo-moatt-a-w Yonas-n ?
Prosecutor - who COP REL-hit:PFV-3MS-3MS.OBJ Yonas-ACC Q

Prosecutor- Who hit Yonas?
AZ0 9l °anc: NATFo- 1@+ fav o
?ak’abe higg misikkir- Belachew  naw jo-matt-a-w

Prosecutor witness- Belachew COP REl-hit:PFV-3MS-3MS.OBJ
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Prosecutor Witness- Belachew hit him

PQ5- AP0, chel: 7177
?ak’abe higg-manni-n ?
Prosecutor - who-ACC Q

Prosecutor — who?
AP0 hl °ahC: 907
?ak’abe higg misikkir—Yonas

Prosecutor witness- Yonas (name of person)

Prosecutor witness- Yonas

PQ6-A2N0, ch1: (927 10+ PavF@-?

?ak’abe higg- bo-mnidn now jo-mot-a-w-?

Prosecutor- r INST- what COP REL-hit-3MS-3MS .OBJQ

Prosecutor — By what instrument he hit him?

AP0 1 PPONC: fO- 4T (Lavd@- O+ 10PUA (1P VRST STU- AT AT AMAINGTTO- 0L O OM (1P AT
& (10 ATHGG 10+ Pap) 1@< AC4Y R (1O ALANT ASTSNU~T 10C NAFD-7 TIAT 1@+ hH Ad- OT?

?ak’abe higg misikkir- jaw  bo-t’'fi si-mot-a-w jaw  ba-mohal bak’k’a his’an-otftf natftfihu-?
Prosecutor witness- IDEO:like INST-slap CONJ-hit-3MS-3MS.OBJ IDEO:like CONJ-between enough child -PL.  COP:2PL-Q
inn-anto bilo-n  ?a-golagoal-n-atftfow wade wic’c’ wat’t’a, bak’k’a ?ants k’uc’c’ibal l-inn-iznana new

ASSOC-you say-1PL. CAUS-mediate-1P-3PL. CONJ  outside out, enough you sitdown:3MS CONJ-1PL-entertain COP

jo-mot’ta mow  ?arfo-h Kk'uc’c’ibal ijj-alk-u-t ijjo-tok’ot’a-hu-t nobor belachew-n malst now.
REL-come:PFV COP get rest-2MS sitdown-3MS REL-say:IPFV -1S-3MS REL- getting angr-1S-3MS AUX:PFV belachew-ACC to mean COP.

kozza issu woat’t’-a.
then 3MS out-3MS

AW®6. When he slapped him then we got angry and mediated between them then he went out, I told to

him to sit here! We came to relax. Then he went out.

The statement is about Belachew slapping Yonas and Yonas leaving the room
and Belachew was following him. The victim is the one who triggered the
crime. In PQ11, PQ13, and PQ14 the prosecutor called a witness and asked
whether he had seen the event or not. But the witness was not responding to

the question directly.
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PQ11--A20, /: 777 10C (0P ATtOM hu-dk O-<p?

?ak’abe higg- mann nabbar ba-wak’t-u  sitwat’-a ka-hulat-u wic’c’ ?
Prosecutor- P who AUX:PFV in-moment-DEF out-3MS from:two-DEF out Q
Prosecutor - At the time who was there out of the two?

AP0, ch PONC: TINT?

?ak’abe higg misikkir- Malat ?

Prosecutor witness-  meaning Q

Prosecutor witness — what to say?

PQ13-A20 h1: NATF@- @& 0 F0@- DAl @5 777 10C?

tak’abe higg- Belachew wadk’o si-t-aj-ow ko-tokassaf wicc’ man nabbora?
Prosecutor- Belachew fail:CVB:3ms ~ CONJ-PASS-see-3MS.OBJ with-suspect out who COP:PFV Q
Prosecutor - Who was outside with the defendant when Belachew fails?
AP0, e 9P0NC: NH APT 104

?ak’abe higg misikkir- bizu sow-otft{ nabbar-u

Prosecutor witness- many man-PL AUX:PFV-3PL

Prosecutor witness -There were a lot of people

PQ14 AP0, hl: AiH APTF 9°7 Advv?

?ak’abe higg- innaza sow-ot{tf min ?al-u-h ?

Prosecutor- F those human-PL. what say-3PL-2MS Q

Prosecutor — what did they say?

AP0 (9 PPONC: APTERLERU- 10 Al &6 aP%L: 14 7 OL 709° (LT U APHIA ACOLP H0C AT NNI° H LI° APLAND-
AAING P& YL° (LT RIE@- a0 8 INCAVT YILP° (LT @@ BhE ($av A TN 102

?ak’abe higg misikkir- ijjo-tac™ac™ah-u now ine ji33-e ma-hed nabbars-bb-nn wads hakimbet goba-h

Prosecutor witness- REL-shout:IPFV-3PL. COP 1s hold-1S NOML-go AUX:PFV-APPL-1S CONJ hospital = understand-2MS
ijjo-tonass-a ijjo-wadak’-o nobbar inna bat’am bizu dom ijjo-fosas-a-w silo-nabbara  jo-giddeta
REL-stand:IPFV-3MS REL-fail:IPFV-3MS AUX:PFV CON) seriously many blood REL-pouring-3MS-3MS CONJ-AUX:PFV REL-obligation

hakimbet jiz3-e-w ma-hed nabbara-bb-nn hakimbet jizz-e-w  hed-ku-np ba-k’oma Lada malat now.

hospital  hold-1S-3MS.OBJ NOML-go AUX:PFV-APPL-1S  hospital hold-1S-3MS.OBJ go-1S-1S.0BJ CONJ-parked lada:taxi meaning COP

Prosecutor witness- They are shouting I had to go to hospital. He was failing down and getting up,

there was bleeding and I had to take him to hospital and then I had taken him to hospital by a Lada

Taxi.

For example: in WA 14 he (the witness) admitted that there were many
people when the crime was committed. But he gave no direct response to the
question raised by the prosecutor. His response does not imply whether he

saw or not the crime being committed and violates the maxims of manner
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and quantity of the conversation. The question has been asked to scrutinize if
another person has seen the event. But his response is that they are
shouting..., which has no relevance to the questions. The witness also
answered the question in the present continuous forms. This suggests that he
was not willing to recall and state what it was like at the time of the event.
However, if there were people right there when the crime was committed he
could stated what they were saying at the scene of the event. In addition the
witness is deliberately loaded by the prosecutor to speak details about the
crime scene however the witness violate the quantity and quality of the
maxims and it shows that the witness is not conscious or the episodic

memory is not recalling the act about the event.

As noted in the above text the prosecutor’s plan was to get the witness testify
that the suspect intentionally committed the crime. But this could not be
confirmed from the witness's responses. In addition, the prosecutor prohibits
the attorney from asking questions out side the issues raised to him. He used
section 130 of the Criminal Procedure Code to prevent the witness from
being properly examined which this shows that the prosecutor was not

cooperating and notoriously changing the facts to win the case.

Prosecutor may sometimes force witnesses to speak out the truth in order to
win the case. However, when a witness narrates a fabricated story about an

event they lack evidence. In such, case a linguist can help to identify such
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statements. Third example taken from a sexual misconduct case two annex 3

shows a registered theme.

3% AN, /1 PPONC - U-ATE PAPN, h 9°0NC N0V OC avensd 2008 4.9° La-AD- (LF 12 AP, 1L
PSAT NAD< A78mZF: (HY POt (LIF@< av%8 7 G P90 +08L7T A18TTF+ 094 1+018LI° (@78
AL PTMPOADT LCLT BTh PHIA D« PLA0°0F aoPr7E NHI® hd.aoe (RA £9° L9900 A2 1A

MttePt AP LIPEA A LALFT 17 1552 PU10P0N TIC dPPrYE ATU-I° (7L BT 1@+ AT ATTII°
A%TG16 DTSICT AIANAAU- o TINELCETS H &CLE rhdaap (A 7740 ALY hAPOTF APT avhhd
+hat?  AFd TAeL7 AT Q9P dAP Phed  oPRT AT 9% L7AA 1@+ e AATICE O thhd 9P91C
LAFANT TINET 10 PIPFOLRD

Sostonna jo?ak’k’aabe higg misikkir hulsttonnpa jo?ak’k’abe higg misikkir baginbot woar
mac’c’arafa 2009 ?a. m dowwilow bet naj lidze gud honallatftf bilow indat’arr*at. Bazzih
masarat betat{tfow mohed“an inna joggil tobaddajn indo?agonpatftfat joggil tobaddaj
bowandzalulaj jotot’sk’asown dirgit Daniel jotobalo sow jofas’s’amobbat moahonun,
kozzam kofas’s’omo boh“ala dom dommabbif inde? bila sitt’sjk’at 2awo domt“al bila
jasajotftfat gin nac’c’ jommimasl mohonun, indihum sime Daniel now ihenn lomannim
indo?attinagori kotonaggor| igollifallohu bilo masforaratun inna kozza dirgitu
kotofos’s’omo boh%ala Polis T’abija ko?amist sowotftf mokakkal tokassafn Iojjita
masajet”an inna simu falok’s tolosa mahonun inna sime Daniel now bilo silonaggaronn

now batkikkil mannagor jaltfalkut malat“an now jommitasradaw.

3 Prosecutor's witness: The third witness is testifying, at the end of May 2008 E.C the
second Prosecutor witness was told by phone that her daughter was hurt. Accordingly,
the 3" witness went home and found the victim and she told her about the crime as
stated in the law lawsuit. In addition, the victim told her the defendant’s name was
Daniel and that he raped her. Then, the third witness asked the victim asking did you
bleed? The victim said yes, but it was white. And the victim said that the man
threatened her if she were to tell anyone he would kill her. Then, after the incident, in
the police station, the victim identified the suspect among five others and the victim

explained the defendant’s name was Feleke and but she did not mention the correct
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name of the defendant because he told her that his name was Daniel.

Table 22 Prosecutor General Themes in Sexual misconduct Case

The following evidence was taken from the above theme which is recorded
by the Prosecutor:
(1) At the end of May 2008 E.C the 3™ witness (Mrs. Meaza) was called by
the second witness (Mrs Almaz).
(2) Then, Mrs. Almaz told to the 3™ witness (Mrs Meaza) that her
daughter was hurt.
(3) Accordingly, the 3™ witness went to Mrs Almaz home and the victim
told her about the event as described in the charge.
(4) The victim told her that the defendant’s name was Daniel and she was
raped by him.
(5) Mrs Meaza asked the victim, did you bleed?
(6) The victim said yes, but it was white
(7) The victim told showed that he threatened her if she were to tell
anyone that he was going to kill her
(8) After the incident, in the police station, the victim identified the
suspect among five other suspects

(9) The victim stated that the defendant’s name was Feleke

(10) But she did not tell the correct name of the defendant because he

told her that his name was Daniel
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As shown, in annex three, sexual misconduct case 2, the prosecutor asked 33
questions which are classified into recorded and unrecorded themes. It is the
highest number of direct examination questions, and the average number of
direct questions examined so far in the study is 15-20. It is because the
prosecutor has asked many questions until the investigation is pending. Then,
the study identified sixteen (16) questions that are not recorded by the court.
These are: PQ2, PQ5, PQ6, PQ7, PQS8, PQ12, PQ13, PQ14, PQ15, PQ20, PQ23,
PQ24, PQ25, PQ31, PQ32 and PQ33 (see annex3 case2). When the witness
answered the question, she was uncomfortable, and it was difficult to
understand the question for her and provide answers. The prosecutor,
therefore, asked the following questions to simplify and easy the conversation

to the witness.

PQ2-A0 thl: hGHPF TIGF D2
?ak’abe higg- innat-wo-t man natftfow ?
Prosecutor- mother-2S;,,y 3Syoy Who COP:3S,., Q

Prosecutor- Who is your mother

PQ5- AP0, hl: PHIECO- 10-?
?ak’abe higg- jo-zondro-w ?amot now ?
Prosecutor-  GEN-year-DEF year COP Q

Prosecutor - Is it this year?

PQ6- -A &N, chl: PHILC D 2009?
?ak’abe higg- jo-zondro-w 2009?
Prosecutor- GEN-year-DEF 2009 Q

Prosecutor — This year 2009?
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PQ7- -0 h1: A7 9°7 OC 107

?ak’abe higg- 2ahun min wor now ?
Prosecutor- now what month COP Q

Prosecutor- what is the current month?

PQ8- 04 7 @OC 102
?ak’abe higg- war-u min war now?

Prosecutor - month-DEF what month COP Q

Prosecutor- what is the current month?

The above questions are simple and can be answered by any mentally healthy
person. The prosecutor asked the questions to testify for the unregistered
facts. These questions are used to know the witness is able to testify as
required. They may be asked in various ways when the prosecutor thinks that

the witness is unable to provide him sufficient or required information.

As noted in the above examples, questions PQ5, PQ7, and PQ8 were asked
when the witness failed to explain the time the crime happened. It indicates
that the witness was not present at the time, and if the prosecutor’s themes
contradicted with the facts have been recorded by the court, the prosecutor
loses the case. So the prosecutor tries to get the prone to testify his theme as
much as he can. At this point, witnesses may manipulate the truth until

sufficing the prosecutor's goals.

It was not without reason that the prosecutor asked such questions. In PQ12,

the witness said that the crime was committed in May when she got his
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theme recorded by the court. But as we have seen in AW9, the witness

changed May into the end of March 2008 E.C

PQ9- 2ak’abe higg- silozih min  woar laj now jo-dewal-u-l-wo-t W/ro 2almaz

Prosecutor- in order to what month on COP REL-call:PFV-3S:,, APPL-2S:,,,,-3SM.OBJ title Almaz

Prosecutor- So what month did w/ro Almaz call you?

AWO.?2ak’abe higg miskikr- moggabit mac’arofa ?2akababi laj
Prosecutor witness- murch end around on

Prosecutor witness - Around the end of March

As noted in the table 22, prosecutor’s recorded the theme shows that the
crime has been committed in May. In addition, the crime was alleged to have
occurred in 2008 E.C, but the witness said it occurred in 2009. Therefore,
this shows that the witness has been confused and was forced to alter her

version of the story or her episodic memory about the truth.

It is believed that a person who testifies in the trial court is supposed to know
the exact location and time of the alleged crime. This would add the
credibility of the witness’s testimony. As noted in annex 3 sexual assault case
2, the prosecutor asked the question that shows the witness knows where the
crime was committed. For example, the Prosecutor used PQ12, PQ13, PQ14,
and PQ15 to testify the location of the organization i.e the place where the

crime was committed.
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PQ12- &CP8k 977 29004 10-?
?ak’abe higg-dirdzit-u mann jo-mibal naw-?
Prosecutor- organization- DEF who: REL-call:PFV COP-Q
Prosecutor — what is the name of the organization?
AW13 A&0 vl aPahC: (A 507 .04 10+
ak’abe higg miskikr- sev hevon jomme-i-bal now
Prosecutor witness- save heaven REL-3MS-call:IPFV COP
Prosecutor’s witness - It's called Save Haven
PQ13 A20, v : Ot 1@ PIUTTO-?
?ak’abe higg- jot now jo-migon-ow?
Prosecutor- where COP REL-find:PFV-3MS.OBJ Q
Prosecutor — where is it found?
AW14-A20, el aPnC: T750
?ak’abe higg miskikr- ginfile
Prosecutor witness- ginfile: name of place
Prosecutor’s witness- It is found around Ginfile (Place name)
PQ14- A0, h: h&a bl
?ak’abe higg- kiflo-kotoma-w?
Prosecutor- sub-city-DEF Q
Prosecutor- Sub-city?
AW15-A20 ch aPONC: Ak
?ak’abe higg miskikr-?arada
Prosecutor witness- Arada: name of place
Prosecutor’s Witness — Arada
PQ15-A20, hl: @4
?ak’abe higg- worada?
Prosecutor- woreda: sub-section of the city Q

Prosecutor- Woreda?

AW16- AN, 7 aPOnC: 8 aPAT RPCH

?ak’abe higg miskikr- 8 massal-ann jik’irta
Prosecutor witness- eight think-1S  sorry

Prosecutor’s witness- I think it is Woreda 8, I'm sorry
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The above questions and responses do not show that the person who came to
testify had the experience because the question and the answer are not
required personal knowledge about the particular crime setting. Despite this,
PQ15 has required the personal experiences of the witness. But, the response

of the witness violates the quality and the manner of the conversation.

As noted in PQ24 and PQ25, the prosecutor raised questions to explain to the
court that the witness knew the exact location of the crime, but she could not
tell directly whether she had seen the crime physical seating or not. For

example
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PQ24.A%0, h: hH (A PO O SHY 10 PATOF ARAPA ACOHP?
?ak’abe higg- kozza bo-h"“ala t'ibok’a bet jizo-nn gobb-a  ja-l-otftf-iw ?ajt- ow-t-al irs“o
Prosecutor - then =~ CONJ-back guard house hold:CVB:3MS-1S enter-3MS REL-say:PFV-3FS-3MS.OBJsee-2FS: oy 3MS.0BJ NPST 2S:;,,\ Q

Prosecutor — As the victim said ‘he took me to the security room’ have you seen the place she was
referring?

AW25 520, v PONC: AP AH 0F AL AT &0 WZANE DC 038 01-A0SP APd ATLET (&0, A7F7

APPPFT O @< QHA 9100« QAT 10 AHY OC 10 PParPhet AHY 10+ AT AFT APG ARCT POLOLT
AMNID-F° RO 1@+ 1A AFALT AR FAU~::

?ak’abe higg miskikr- 2awo izza bota laj iss-u-n fillag-a ka-polis-ot{tf-u garsi-hed sinalbona-wa ?ak’f-a ?angst“-an
Prosecutor witness- yes there place on 3MS-DEF-ACG find-3MS.OBJ with-police-PL-DEF with CONJ-go psychology-3FS hug-3FS neck:POSS-3FS
bo- ras¥-a intin ijjo-t’ak’k’-otftf-at, jot now jizo-{ jo-gobb-aw si-tt-il-at,now izzih gar jo-tok’k’omot’-ku-t
by-self-3FS  IDEO:thing REL-ask:IPFV-3FS-3FS where COP hold:CVB:3MS-3FS REL-enterPFV-3MS CONJ-3FS-say-3FS COP here with REl-sit:PFV-1S-3MS.OBJ
?izzih now ?af-e-n ?afn:o ik’k’f ?adrigo jo-warawwar-o-nn alga-w-m ihew naw bil-a sitt-asaj-at ?aj-itftf-all-o-hu
here COP mouth-1S-ACC embarrassed:CVB:1S hug do:CVB:3MS REL-through:PFV-3MS-1S bed-DEF:OBJ-FOC this is COP say-3FS ~ CONJ-show-3FS
see-1S-NPST-3MS.0BJ-18

Prosecutor witness- Yes I have seen that when we go with the police Officers the psychologist asked
victim, the victim said ‘this is where he grabbed me and threw me on the bed
PQ27. A0, &el: 1CT NNF@-

?ak’abe higg- nobboar-{ ba-bota-w-?
Prosecutor — exist:PFV-2FS  in-place-DEF Q

Prosecutor — have you been there?
AW27. AF0, vl avanC : AP INCH b7 A0E OC 1NChe
?ak’abe higg miskikr- 2awo nabbar-ku ko-polis-otftf-u gar nabbar-ku

Prosecutor witness- yes exist:PFV-1S with-police-PL-DEF with exist:PFV-1S

Prosecutor witness — Yes I was there with the police officers

PQ20, PQ23, PQ31, PQ32 and PQ33 have been used to collect the details of
the crime. All extra questions are not always used to collect detailed
information. Sometimes, follow up questions are asked when the attorney or
the prosecutor want to prove issues that he thinks it helps the case better,

and to clarify the case to the court. In PQ22 was asked what she had wiped
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from her body after she had been raped and in PQ33, PQ34 and PQ35 were

used to indicate her relationship with the institution.

PQ22- AP0, - P17 10 SMl1TFO?

?ak’abe higg-min-u-n now jo-t’arag-otftf-iw?

Prosecutor- what-DEF-ACC COP REL-wipe:PFV-3FS-3MS:0OBJ Q

Prosecutor - What she did wipe?

AP0, A PP0ONC - LT LATO7

?ak’abe higg miskikr- domm-a-bb-npn  ja-l-atftf-iw-n

Prosecutor witness- blood-3MS-APPL-1S REL-say:PFV-3FS-3MS:0BJ
Prosecutor witness- she said the bleeding

PQ25- AP, el: APO- T710-?

?ak’abe higg- lak’aw  man now ?

Prosecutor - lakew who COP Q

Prosecutor — who is lakew?
AP0 A9 PANC: AP@- &COF @-OT ALET 099.hahN 10 AMNEE +hdt WAAD: PO AAG- NFG16 AAPD-
OL° AT AN NFSICAETT DL ARG LA 1D PTILCTT de AAY ANT::

?ak’abe higg miskikr- lak’aw dirdzdzit wist’ lid3-otft{-u-n jomme-i-kebakab now ls-lidz-otftf-u t’ru tikurst
Prosecutor witness - lakew organization inside child-PL-DEF-ACC REL-3MS- care:IPFV  COP CONJ-child-PL-DEF  good attention
sillo-all-ow jaw lo-issu bi-tnager-i lo-lak’sw wajm le-innat-f  wajm la-polis bi-tnager-i id3zd3z-if-n
CONJ-exist:3MS IDEO:like to-3MS CONJ-tell-2FS  CONJ-lakew or to- mother:POSS:2FS or to- police CONJ-tell-2FS hand-2FS-ACC
wado hvala ?assir-e giddil now jomm-adorg-if  bilo ?al-o- nn ?al-o-tftf.

CONJ back tie-1S kil COP REL:1S-commit:IPFV-2FS say:CVB:3MS say-3MS-1S  say-3MS-3FS

Prosecutor witness- He is the one who takes care of the kids in the organization, because he has
a good interest in the kids. If you tell to him or tell your mother or the police, I hold your hand

backwards and kill you
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PQ33. ¢9°7 TP 10 Al LLCE-E 102
?ak’abe higg- jo-mn t’bbok’-a now issu jo-dridzdzit-u  now ?
Prosecutor- GEN-what guard-3MS COP 3MS GEN-organization-DEF COP Q
Prosecutor - is he the guard of the organization?
AP0, 9l °aNC: AP L&CEE
?ak’abe higg miskikr- 2awo jo-dridzdszit-u
Prosecutor witness- yes GEN- organization-DEF

Prosecutor witness — Yes, the guard of the organization
PQ34. AP0 M1 9°7 ATFYE 10+ $AT AAI° W&CPE-E OC hn 207 2C TINE 10-?

?ak’abe higg- min ginpunat now jall-at s’alam  ko-dridzdzit-u gar ke-sev heve gar malot now?
Prosecutor- what relation COP has-3FS Selam  with-organization-DEF with CONJ-seven haven with tosay COP Q

Prosecutor- What relationship does Selam has with Seve Haven Organization ?

AP0 9 PPONC: QAR ATTEIE PAT AGE PO At Lo19° AT A LH AAT ATINTIIC Och, APFT AT ATOHIPCANT NAD- AH
OACH/F aoph POTIPZFd::

?ak’abe higg miskikr- selam ginippunat jo-all-at innat-e jaw  inne-issu deogmo innpa bizu gize iss“a-n
Prosecutor witness- Selam relation REL-owns:PFV-3FS mother-POSS:1S IDEO:like ASSOC-3MS  again 1PL many time 3FS-ACC
lo-m-astmar wac’c’i intin sil-at inn-astomr-{-all-on  bil-ow izza ba-irdata malk j-astomr“a-t-al.-
CONJ-NOML teach cost IDEO-affect say-3FS ASSOC-teach-3FS-NPST-1PL say:3PL therein-support type 3PL-teach-3PL-3FS-NPST

Prosecutor witness - My mother, often has the cost of teaching her, and the organization teach her

in the form of assistance.

35. AP0 vz P71 0TLFAT AH
?ak’abe higg- mindin now jomme-i-tft{il-u-at izza ?
Prosecutor - what  COP REI-3FS-support-3PL-3FS there Q

Prosecutor - What does they support her?

AP0 A9 PONC: 901 077 FNAAT AH FPUCT F PO+ A1 Ade APhdde POFIPEIA ASC WG DC T
0. PR CATFD- 0T LavMFEM- hA 9P FmPIINTF QAL NGEAD POTICZFA (G LarAAATA::

ak’abe higg miskikr-migb“-an ti-bolal-atft{ izza timhrit bet jaw innos-issu ijjo-kafal-u jo-as-tamr“at-al
Prosecutor witness - meal-POSS:3FS  3FS -eat-3FS here school IDEO:like ASSOC-3MS  REL-pay:IPFV-3PL REL-CAUS-teach-3PL:3FS-
NPST

?adar ippa gar natft[ jomme-ij-adors-atftfow jomme-i-jamot’-a-tftfow ?all-s migb ti-t’ak’amm-all-atftf sillase
over night 1PL with COP:3FS REL-3MS-transport:IPFV-3PL REL- bring- 3MS-3PL exist-3MS meal 3FS-use-NPST-3FS trinity
koflo-w j-astomr"-at- al ba-saratanna j-ammsolals“at-al.

pay-3PL  3PL-teach-3PL:3FS-NPST CONJ- worker 3PL-transport-3MS:3FS-NPST

Prosecutor witness - She eats her food there and they teach her and cover the cost and the
organization is teaching her at the Trinity school, she lives with us, she uses food and there is a

worker who is traveling from home to school and from school to home.
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In the third case, extra questions were answered by the witness shows a way
for the prosecutor to make the case more realistic and to confirm that the
witness is able to give a testimony. The study found that, the witness was
unstable and she was not in a position to respond the direct examination

questions.

In general, the prosecutor's witnesses to prove that the crime was going
according to the prosecutor's line, without which, the attorney who has a
defence against the crime would not have the opportunity to examine the
witness. As we have seen in this case, the prosecutor cites the Criminal
Procedure Code 137, when the attorney is barred from asking the question

outside the registered theme.

7.4. Cross Examination Question

A Cross-examination question is a means of investigation and to know
whether a witness is telling the truth or not about a crime event. Cross-
examination questions require "Yes" or "No” answers i.e. it is not open to
additional testimonies of witnesses or limited to the issues covered during
direct examination questions. The number of questions varies. Direct
examination questions do not exceed 20 questions on average. The number of
Cross-examinations going beyond 20 questions, and the questions and
answers may continue until the attorney or prosecutor finishes his questions.

For example, in bribery case 3 (annex 1), the attorney asked 104 questions.
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Sometimes, cross-examination questions may be asked by a suspect. If the
witness is called by the prosecutor, the suspect has the right to ask cross-
examination questions. For example, in annex 1, bribery case3, the judge

invited the suspect to ask a cross-examination question following the attorney.

ST - aoCp avmPP AATLFA PmPP PULLATTT TIC (FIAK A% AU

ALLAT® NAD LMmEETFo-
dann-otftf - marto moa-t'ajjok’ silo-mmitftfal moa-t’ajok’ jamme-i-falg-u-t-n
Judge-PL -  lead-CVB:3MS NOML-ask CONJ- able NOML-ask REL-2S-want- 2S ,,oy~2S.0BJ DEF
nagor ba-gils’ ihe indih ?aj-dala-mm bil-ow ji-tajk™-atftfow
thing CONJ-clear this like ~ NEG- COP-NCM say-2Suoy  2Suon-ask-3S,05,0BJ

Judges: It is possible using leading questions and asks what you
want to know clearly about the case.
As discussed in the above topic, cross-examination is a type of close-ended
question but does not always require "yes" or "no" answers. Sometimes, a
lawyer uses open-ended question which turns out to be tag questions. In
general, cross-examination questions can be classified into two types. For
example, the following data has been taken from bribery case 3, annex1, and

it shows cross examination questions with “Yes” or “No” answers.

ACQ3. mNF: AHY N7\ @OT AANAT AA NAPA?

t’oabak’a - izzih bonidl wist’ 2albas-at ?all-a bil-ow-all?
attorney- in this - bundle inside clothe:PL exist-3MS say-2S;oy-NPST-Q
Attorney- You said that there are clothes inside the bundle?
AAW3. A0, 1 °0nC: AP

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- ?wo
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Prosecutor witness-  yes

Witness - Yes...

ACQ4. m0F: N2 @07 L1NLD AAAT ARYT 100

t’abok’a — bonidl wist’ jo-nobar-ow ?albas-at lijjunat nabar-ow?
attorney- bundle inside = REL-exist:PFV-3MS.OBJ cloth-PL difference AUX:PFV-3MS.OBJ Q
Attorney - Was there a difference between clothes in the bundle?

AAWA4. A20, v °ahC: LAD-°

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- jo-11-ow-mm

Prosecutor witness- NEG-be-3MS.OBJ-NCM

Witness — It does not

Table 23 Example of Yes or No Questions

"Yes" or "No" answers may not always be a response to cross-examination
questions for two reasons: (1) if the question requires detailed information
and (2) if the witness wants to hide facts. For example, in the sexual
misconduct case (1) annex (3). the victim’s mother was answering cross-

examination questions as follows:

ACQ* 31.m0%: o+ Y09 O+ 10C POOST

t’oabak’a- Jot hakim bet nabbar  jo-wassad™-at?

Attorney- where hospital AUX-PFV REL-take:PFV:2S,,, 3FS.OBJ Q
Attorney- Where did you take her to the hospital?
WA®31.043

Misikkir-Baita

Witness- baita: name of place

Witness — Baita

ACQ 32. m1P: mS ML 10 LA LI\ PATIAN?
t’abok’a- t’ena t’abija now wajs jogl hospital?
attorney- helath center COP or private hospital
Attorney- Is it a health center or a private hospital?
WA32. °0hC : mS NP

42 . . .
Attorney 1 cross examination question
43 .
Witness answer
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Misikkir-t’ena t’abija
Witness - Health Center

ACQ 33. m0$: hCe +ardFu- INC AF0avlL9° Zot?

t’abok’a- Kard to-sot’-atftf-thu nobar  sitt-as-moromr“-at

attoreny- card  PASS-give:2S;,,\-3PL-2 PL AUX:PFV CONJ-CAUS-examine:2S;,\-3FS

Attorney- Were you given a card when you got her examined?

WAS33. °0NC = Az 07 L TG0y OAINCH: HY L 47T OMu- OH7 U (0P TR L S0t 04T 10
PaMm T AkaA N4,::

Misikkir- ine jo-zza gizze to-donagic’c’-e sila-nobar-ku jo-zza gize fent wat’a-hu

Witness- 1S GEN-that time = PASS-confuse -1S CONJ-be:PFV-1S GEN-that time faintout-1s

jo-zza gize settijo-wa s-it-bbasac’ac’ gizze jo-hon-a warak’st now jo-sot’- otftfi-n n la-k’usl-u bil-a  now.
GEN-that time woman:DEF CONJ -3FS- angry time REl-become:PFV-3MS paper COP REL-give:PFV-3FS-1S CONJ-wound-DEF say-3FS
cop

Witness - At that time, I was confused, I fainted, at that time, when the woman got angry.

She gave me some paper. She gave me a prescription for the wound.

Table 24: The Cross Examination between Witness and Attorney

In ACQ 31 and 32, the first two questions require word-level answers, and
then the witness answered properly. However, in ACQ 33, were you given a
card when you got her examined? The answer could be Yes/No, but the
answer violates maxims of quantity and manner. The following example

shows the answer of the witness.

Misikkir- ine jo-zza gizze to-donagic’c’-e silo-nabar-ku, jo-zza gize

Witness- 1S GEN-that time PASS-shock -1S CONJ-AUX:PFV-1S GEN-that-time

fent wot’a-hu, jo-zza gize sett-ijo-wa s-i-t-bbasac’ac’ gizze, jo-hon-a

faint out-1S GEN-that time woman-DEF-3FS CONJ -3FS-angry time REl-become:PFV-3MS
warak’st now jo-sat’-o-tftf-in lo-k’usl-u bil-a now.

paper  COP REL-give:PFV-3FS-1S CONJ-wound-DEF say-3FS COP
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WA33. Witness - At that time, I was shocked, at that time I fainted, at
that time when the woman got angry, she gave me some paper, she gave

me a prescription to buy medication for the sake of a wound.

As can be seen, the answer is not relevant to the question. The underlined

clause I shocked, and I fainted show a lack of conviction about the assertion

of either she received a medical card or not. On the one hand, if she said
"Yes" the court would ask her to attach the card as demonstrative evidence.
On the other hand, if she said "No" the charge would be dismissed because
there is no medical evidence. Therefore, to hide the fact the witness appeared
as if she got shocked, got confused, and fainted. The other important fact is
that the witness has used a general statement*’. For example, the statement
she gave me some paper is a general statement, and does not indicate the

message Oon paper.

During cross-examinations, witnesses are obliged judiciously to explain the
hidden version of the crime event. At that moment, the attorney or the
prosecutor carried out their language skill such as type of questions, choice of
words, and the structure of the question to be asked. The type of question is
not simple or a question asked in day-to-day conversation. The question
response is legally constrained to be complete and true (Gibbons 2008:120).

Therefore, a false testimony about an event violates the maxims of

* Tt refers to narratives relate to individuals and events using vague terminology.
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conversation, and the shared event of the crime become different from the
recorded crime event. In this study, cross-examination questions classified
into three types, such as (1) Declarative Question, (2) Tag Questions, and, (3)

Projection Questions.

7.4.1. Declarative Question

A declarative question is used during cross examinations. It includes lawyer’s
version of the event and puts a pressure on the witness to agree to the
question raised by the Attorney (Gibbons 2008:121). The questions are
formulated as direct statements, in declarative rather than in interrogative
forms. Also, declarative questions sometimes have a rising intonation

(Gibbons 2008: 121)

ACQ 27. e+hati m0F: AN, AL £F 11C Ad?
Jotokassaf t’obok’a- ba-?akal%-a laj jo-ajjut nagor nabar  ?
Defendant attorney-  in-body-3FS on REL-see:PFV-2S:,,, thing AUX:PFV Q
Attorney- Did you see something on her body?

WA 27. °0hC: AP POFNT 0100 T7F aP05P Aha(
Misikkir- 2awo Kk’illitit bil"al {int mafinpa-wa ?akkababi
Witness- yes reddish become urine urinary-3FS area

Witness- Yes, it was reddish, the urinary area

ACQ28. ¢+nat m0$: v 10+ hE7Y 08
jotakassaf t’abak’a- matftfe now ithenn  jo-ajj-u-t ?
Attorney- when COP this REL —see:PFV-2S ;,,-3MS.OBJ Q
Attorney- When did you see this?
WA 28. °0hC- AGE e hak
Misikkir- innat-e jo-t'arr-atftf-nn ilot
Witness- mother-POSS REL-call:PFV-3FS-1S day
Witness - The day my mom called me

ACQ29.¢+0A0 MO$: SC1LE PHGRIP AAT 10+ Pa-t?

Jotokasa( t’abok’a- dirgit-u  jo-tofos’om-o  ilot now j-ajj-u-t-?
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Attorney- action-DEF REL-PASS-happen:PFV-3MS day COP REL —see:PFV-2S:HON-3MS.OBJ Q
Attorney- you saw it on the day it happened?
WA 29. °ahC: &C1kE oo W7814.80° 0V Ad-PAv-
Misikkir- dirgitu matftfe inds-to-fos’s’om-a motf 2awk’-ow-all-ahu
Witness- action-DEF when = CONJ-PASS-happen-3MS:OBJ when know-1S-be-2MS
Witness- I don’t kow when the event took place

ACQ30. ¢+hat mNF: AL@-&T+9°?
Jotokasaf t’abok’a- ?aj-ak’-u-t-mm?
Attorney- NEG-know-2S:;,0x-3MS-NCM  Q
Attorney- you Don't know it?

WA 30. Q10¢® 197 Aér(+ A& C1.0+ 10+ 091 8D-P D+ (19°7 hDPPAV-
Misikkir- b-awk’-ow imma irasu ?adragi-w now
Witness-  via:1S-know-3MS.OBJ IDO:if himself doer-DEF COP
jo-mmijak’-ew ba-min ?awk’-ow-all-shu ?

REL-know-3MS in-what know-3MS.OBJ-NPST-1S Q
Witness- The doer himself knows, How do I know?

ACQ31.2+hatl mOP: AP@-d 92
Jotokassaf t’abok’a- ?aj-awk’-u-t-mm ?
Attorney- NEG-know-28:;;0,:3MS.OBJ-NCM  Q
Attorney- you Don't know it?
WA 31. 9°ahc: 09°7 A@-$PPAU-
Misikkir- bo-mn ?awk’-ow-all-ahu-?
Witness- in-what know-3MS:OBJ-be:NPST-1S Q

Witness- How do I know?

The questions above, 27-31, were asked by the attorney and presented to the
victim's mother, the prosecutor's second witness. The data are taken from
sexual misconduct case 2 annex 3. All five questions were asked to confirm
whether or not the witness had seen what was happening on the victim's
body. In ACQ 30 and 31, the Attorney forces his version of the reality on the
witness. However, the witness does not cooperate and not willing to answer

the questions directly. For example,
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ACQ 30: Attorney- Do not you know it?
Aw30: Witness- The doer himself knows, how do I know?
The answer of the witness would have “I don’t know”. The witness said the
answer intentionally and had a reason for saying it. (1) If the witness said I
do not know, she would be contradicting her testimony. (2) If she claims to
knows not to be able to tell the date of the crime. Therefore, the witness tried
to shift from the state of knowing to deny the truth. Apprehending, that the
witness has been hiding the fact, the attorney asked the following questions
to prove his argument.
ACQ31-Attorney- Don't you know it?
AW31-Witness- How do I know?
The answer, “How do I know?” means I do not know, and shows the witness is
forced to testify against her will. If she does not know directly, she will not
be qualified as a witness. Therefore, she used the answer to make a

psychological retreat.

7.4.2. Tag Questions

Tag question is like a declarative question. It tends to raise short questions.
Conceivably the most widely discussed type of courtroom question is a tag
question. Gibbons (2008:120) stated two parts of tag questions (1) the
question takes the form of a statement in which the lawyer includes his/ her
version, and (2) it consists of a tag which exerts various forms of interactive

pressures on the witness. Gibbons (2008:122) classified tag questions into
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four types: (1) Modal verb tag questions (2) Agreement Tag Questions (3)
Full verb tag questions and (4) Yes or No tag questions. However, agreement,
Yes or No and full verb tag questions are not usual and some of agreement
tag questions are similar with polarity questions. Therefore, in this study

modal verb tag questions discussed as follows.

7.4.2.1. Modal Verb Tag Questions

As can be classified by Gibbons (2008:122), modal verb tag questions have
two aspects, reverse polarity, and same polarity. The reverse polarity very
often uses pressure on a witness to agree. For example, wasn’t it, didn’t you?
etc. Same polarity tag questions use to challenge more than to get
information or confirmation facts. To ilastrate reverse polarity tag questions,

the following examples are taken from bribery case 3 annex 1.

ACQ42. MNP CP 10 ABLAN?
t’abak’a -C’ark’ now ?aj-dal ?
attorney- fabric COP NEG-be Q
Attorney - it is a fabric, isn’t?
AAWA42. AP0, v PPONC: RCP N0hSD- aod A1 P74 AMNT TEALAL Al(k2C DA (0P 0881
1920 AA N4 £77 11C APOFDA AAF D« GFD hhavi-+a- Parm)}
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- C’ork’ ba-bahriw mo-ffotaf jo-mitfli-bb-ot
Prosecutor witness- fabric  by-nature NOML-check REL-able-APPL-3MS.OBJ
probabliti inasu gar k-all-e  ba-wak’t-u  jo- had-u-t nagade-w
probability 3PL with CONJ-be-3MS via-time- DEF REL-g0:PFV-3S:;0y-3MS.OBJ  merchant-DEF
silo-nabaru jann nagor la-m-as-mota-t, issatfow natfow
CONJ-AUX:3MS:PFV that thing CONJ-NOML-CAUS-stump-3MS.OBJ 3S:,0y  COP:yoy
?as-mott-ow ja-mat’-u-ll-n n
CAUS-stump-3S:;;0y REL-bring-3S:;;oy APLL-1S
Witness — A piece of fabric has a probability to be checked. At the time, the owner
went to get the document, stumped the document, and stayed there and brings it

to me.
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ACQ43. AL ACAL T¢MAC 1PF CP &TMT G0 POPA ALLA?
t’abak’a -Ba-lmid irswo transiter nawot c’ork’ dingstena fittafa ja-jow-al ?aj-dal?
attorney-  CONJ-experience 2S:; transiter COP:2S,,, fabric incidental check up REl-see:PFV-NPST NEG-be Q

Attorney- From the experience you are a transitory a fabric is checked by

emergency checker, does not it?

AAWA43 AP0 a1 PPANC: AP NINCD- DHRTT £RIN AOHT D7 L2010

?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- 2awo ka-nabar-ow kondifn  j-aj-u-t-al ?abzapa-w-n j-aj-ut-al.
Prosecutor witness- yes from-AUX-PFV-3MS.OBJ Condition 3PL-see-3PL-3MS.OBJ-NPST many-DEF-ACC 3PL-
see-3PL-3MS.OBJ-NPST

Witness — Yes, from that condition ,they will see it

Table 25 Examples of reverse polarity tag questions

In ACQ42, the attorney asked a revers polarity tag question "it is a fabric,
isn’t it?" Obviously, the answer to this question is "yes" but the witness knows,
and he did not directly say "Yes", He answered
A piece of fabric has a probability to be checked. At the time, the owner
went to get the document, stumped the document, and stayed there and
brings it to me.
But, the lawyer did not get the right response he wanted from the witness, so
he asked structurally similar question with the above.
From the experience, you are a transistor a fabric is checked by emergency
inspection, isn't it?
The witness said "yes" because the attorney imposed the reverse polarity
question on the witness. The witness was forced to answer the questions
positively. The study found that this type of cross-examination is common in

all criminal cases.
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Structurally, same polarity tag questions are similar to reverse polarity tag
questions, but the purpose of same polarity question is quite different from
reverse polarity questions. The following table shows examples of same

polarity tag questions.

ACQ 75. ACOP L9° OTHA AAAGAT Adt?
t’abak’a —irswo dogmo ba-gonzab ?as-alf-i-In ?al-u-t ?
Attorney- 2S,,,y again  INST-money CAUS-pass-3MS-1PL Say:2S;;,n-3MS.OBJ Q

You said that we will give you money, let us go free

AAW 75. AP0 h1 PPONC: AP
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- 2wo
Attorney witness- yes
ACQ 76. @+ $£9° AHAAD-T ARTET ATIO-NT PP TIOP EMBPA Al 0P (15 ABLAT® ALLA?
t'obok’a —jaw k’iddim ind-al-ku-t lijjunst-u-n  lo-m-awt’at waga m-awok’ ji-t’sjjik’-al issu
attorney- IDEO:like earlier CONJ-say-1S-3MS.OBJ difference-DEF-ACC CONJ-NOML identify price NOML-know IPFV-ask 3MS
jo-waga sorratoppa  ?aj-dall-m  ?2aj-dall ?
GEN:price professional NEG- be- 3MS-NCM NEG-be Q
Attorney- As I said before, to find out the difference it requires knowledge of cost analysis, but he
was not a custom duty finance personnel, wasn’t he?
AAW 76. A0 1 PPONC: ALLAT°
?ak’k’abehigg misikkir- ?aj-dsll-a-mm
Attorney witness- NEG-be:PFV-3MS-NCM
Witness — he was not

Table 26 Examples of same polarity tag questions

In ACQ75 and ACQ6, the questions the attorney asked casts doubt on the
witness’s version of the crime event. This means that the attorney asked the
witness not for seeking information on the events. In ACQ 75 "You said that
we will give you money, let us go free" then the witness admitted and
answered "Yes!” The purpose of the question was not only getting
information from the witness but also challenging the personal experience of
the witness, and making him anxious, because giving a bribe is a crime. Then,

in ACQ 76, attorney asked the question that changes the charge of the
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suspect "As I said previously to find out the difference it requires the knowledge of
cost analysis, but he was not a custom duty finance personnel, wasn’t he ?" the
answer of witness is "he was not". So this means that the charge made by the
prosecutor leads to a wrong assumption. Therefore, same polarity tag

questions usually employed to challenge the testimony of a witness.

7.4.3. Projection Questions

According to Gibbons (2008:125) a projection question is a means of
packaging attorney’s and prosecutor’s version of the information used to
impose pressure on a witness. Gibbons (2008) classified projection questions
into reported speech (verbal projection) and mental projection (reported

through life).

As noted on annex 2 murder case 2, the defendant testified that he was
tortured by the police investigator when he was giving testimony. As a result
the court ordered the investigator to defend the charge, because the attorney
filed a complaint to the court. Then, the attorney examined the case by

calling the prosecutor witness. The data presented as follows:

ACQ 30. ¢Hhati m0P: AAHY ACAP Lo PO ANT ATENH 04t NP7 U3 A8+ LH AARI® ACHP?
jotakassa( t’abak’a- sillazih irs¥o jeo-ajj-ut k’al s-i-sot’ inndzi
attorney CONJ  2S:;0y REL -see:PF -2S:,,, word CONJ-3MS-give IDEO:NEG
kozza bofit bo-min ?ajnot huneta indo-to-jaz-o ?al-ajju-mm irs¥o ?
PRON before by:what type condition CONJ-PASS-hold-3MS NEG-see-NCM  2S:;oy  Q

Attorney- So you saw when the defendant gave testimony but you did not see how he was treated?

WAS30.9°0hC: 09°7 AL'rE -2 WiLtPH hAfU-
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mis ikk ir - bo-min  ?ajnot huneta  indo-to-jaz-o ?al-ajjo-hu-mm
witness - CONJ-what type condition CONJ-PASS-hold-3MS NEG-see-1S-NCM
Witness - I did not see how he was treated

ACQ 31. ¢+hati m0P: ALLNLAN £LL NATPPE ACAP 0P T1C PAT°

jotokassaf t'abok’a- s-i-ddebaddab ja-dder-a silo-ma-hon-u irs Vo jo-soamm-u-t nagor jollom ?
attorney CONJ-3MS-hit REL-pass night:PFV-3MS CONJ-NOML-become-3MS 28S:,,, REL-hear-2S:,,,,-3MS.OBJ case  not exist Q

Attorney- heard nothing about whether he was beaten or not?
WA31. 9°ahc: 9°7%9° 0 fu~t 11C PAI°

mis ikk ir -minnim jo-ssoma-hu-t nagor jallom

nothing REL-hear:PFV-1S-3MS.OBJ issue not exist

Witness - I haven't heard anything

ACQ 32. +hati mOF: ~h8.7 17 £4 I0C?

jotakassaf t’abok’a- idzd3-u-n gin j-aff nabbar ?
attorney hand-DEF-ACC but 3MS-massage AUX:PFV Q
Attorney- But he was massaging his hands

WA32. °anc: 2970 agUr?

misikkir- jo-m-afot saj-hon

witness- REL-NOML-massage:PFV NEG-become

Witness -Was not massaging

ACQ 33. ¢+hatt m0P- 01 10C 10« PLI° Lht?

jotokassaf t’abak’a- j-aff nabbor now K’iddim ja-l-u-t

attorney- 3MS -massage AUX:PFV COP earlier REL-say: PFV 2S:,,,-3MS.OBJ
Attorney-That was what you said? he was massaging

WA33. °0hC: A7 A28HY W2LHY hPA AIL1LLDE- 10+

mis ikk ir -id3d3-u-n indezzih indazzih ijja-1-o indo-mm-ij-awwar-a naw

witness - hand-DEF-ACC IDO:insuch way likethis REL-say:IPFV-3MS CONJ-REL-3MS-speak IPFV:-3MS.OBJ COP

Witness -It is as if he was massaging his hand like this and that

ACQ 34. ¢rhat m0- ‘+hha?
jotakassaf t’abak’a- t ikk il
attorney- correct
Attorney-Correct
WA34. °0hC-1?
mis ikk ir - 2awo
witness - yes

Witness —correct

ACQ 35. +hafl m0P: AAD- 11C LA PLI° PO LOM- LT TIC AN 770N A% PO CATT 10 ALLA APA
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APMPP@- MHCHC PN7 ALPOAD T0C NAPA::

jotokassaf t’abok’a- lela-w nagor dogimo kiddim k’al si-sat’t’-u ja-l-u-t nagor ?alls poli the Kkal
attorney- another-DEF case  again earlier word CONJ-give-2S,,,, case exist police this word
jo-anto now ?aj-dal ijja-1-9 ijje-t’ajjok’-o-w ba-zrizr k’al-u-n si-k’k’ab al-o-w nabbars bi-l-ow-al
GEN-2MS COP NEG:be REL-say:IPFV-3MS CONJ-detail word-DEF-ACC CONJ-take-3MS-3MS,0BJ AUX:PFV CONJ-say-2S,,,,-NPST

Attorney-The other thing is that when you gave a statement, the police officer asked that
your word? he was receiving the word in detail

WA3S5. °ahc: AP

mis ikk ir -?awo

witness- Yes

Witness -Correct

ACQ 36. ¢thati m0F: AALY Z°A0 APoPs-@- 10C AT PO PULAMD-?
Jotakassaf t’abak’a- silozzih polis-u ijjo-mor-a-w nabbor tokasaf k’al jomm-i-s ot’t’-ow-?
attorney- therefore  police-DEF while-lead-3MS-3MS.OBJ AUX:PFV defendant word REL-3MS-give:IPF -3MS.OBJ Q

Attorney-So the officer was leading the defendant, while he was testifying

WA36. °0NC: hPaos@- ALIPT Lot @ZbEr $aT LI0NAFA H QBA 997 10C PANT A9 LAPA
L LI11LPAN::

mis ikk ir- ijjo-mara-w saj-hon jo-to-forrom-a-bb-at-n  warak’st-u-n k’al-u-n js-anabbi-l-at-al

witness- REL-lead:IPFV-3MS NEG-become REL-PASS-sign-3MS-APPL:3MS.OBJ-ACC paper-DEF-ACC word-DEF-ACC REL-read:PFV:3MS-APPL-3MS-NPST
kozza boh"“ala mann nabbar je-al-Ko-pp  sim  ji-l-ow-al dogmom ji-nogr -ow-al

then after who AUX-PFV REL- say:PFV-2MS-1S:0BJ name 3MS-say-3MS.OBJ-NPST again 3MS-tell -3MS-OBJ- NPST

Witness - Instead of leading the suspect, the police officer reads a charge from the signed
document, in between the police officer asked the suspect, Who said your name? And then

the suspect tells him

Table27. Attorney Projection Questions and Answer of the Witness

As noted in the above cross-examination, the attorney asked questions ACQ
30-36, and he gave a vast volume of information about events. This method
helped him to add to his version of the event how the defendant was treated.
As a result, the witness agreed with the attorney, and dropped the issue to
which he is to testify. The responses given to the following questions show
the agreement of the witness with the attorney.

ACQ30- Attorney-So you have seen that when he gave the word of the
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defendant but you have not seen how he was treated?
WA30-Witness - I had not seen how he was treated
ACQ33-Attorney-That's what you said he was massaging
WA33-Witness - It is as if he was massaging his hands like this.
ACQ 35 Attorney-The other point is that when you give a statement, the
police officer asked the suspect, was it your word? The police officer
was receiving the testimony of the suspect in detail

WA35-Witness —Correct

Furthermore, the witness occasionally gave the facts that he was mainly
testifying during the cross-examinations. The response was not
straightforward because he needs to defend himself. This was reflected in the

response of the witness, and this is called the mental projection of the witness.

ACQ 32- Attorney- But he massaged his hands
Witness -Was not massaging
ACQ33- Attorney-That's what you said he was massaging

Witness -It is as if he was massaging his hand like this

In ACQ32, the attorney asked the witness to disprove the recorded theme,
and the witness did not want to respond directly. In ACQ33, the witness
showed disconformity in the response, "It is as if he was massaging his hands

like this". Also, the witness violated the maxims of quality and manner and
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manipulated the statement to hide the facts. The reason is that if the witness
said he was massaging his hands, the court would perceive that the suspect
was giving his testimony with force. So the witness hid the fact because the
reason was called to testify that the defendant was not beaten while he was
giving testimony against himself. Yet, during the cross-examination questions,
when the witness responded, he could not prove directly that the defendant

had not been beaten.

In general, the study showed two main issues in this chapter. First, a direct
examination question is a method used by the attorney or the prosecutor to
get a witness to testify according to the theme by asking open-ended
questions. As shown in the discussion, the attorneys or prosecutors have
testified the issues raised during the direct questions, and other related issues.
Second, cross-examination questions use as a means of confirming the truth.
Also, it helps to invalidate testimonies described by the witness during the
direct examination questions. Competition on both sides focuses on winning
the case, and witnesses were seen unable to repeat the initial statements.
Specifically, at the time of the direct examination question, some witnesses
are forced to speak more than they know, to meet the demands of the person
who called them. In some cases, they failed to repeat when they examined
cross-examination questions. This shows that witnesses not aware of perjury

crime or courts are forcing witnesses not to be ling.

179



Chapter Eight
Conclusion and Recommendation
8.1. Conclusion
Forensic Linguistics is a new discipline that started three decades ago by the
prominent George Town University Professor, Roger Shuy (1982), and
Professor Malcom Coulthard (1980), University of Aston. In the last twenty
years, the discipline has been expanded all over Europe and to some Asian
countries. Forensic Linguistic (FL) is not common among African linguists in
general and among Ethiopians in particular. The science of FL concerns the
application of linguistic knowledge in legal systems such as in courtrooms
and police departments. As noted in the above social and geographical
environments and psychological tensions have contributed to the criminal
behavior of individuals. However, in this study, the notion of crime is set

from the legal aspect where it is understood as violation of the law.

This study examines the crime domains of bribery, sexual misconduct, and
murder that required linguistic tools in the examination and analysis of the
testimony of witnesses and defendant statements. The study argued that in
courtrooms, defendants and witnesses leak pieces of evidence when they
tried to shift or manipulate shared knowledge about a crime scene. The data
have been taken from the Federal High and First instance Courts. The study

used exploratory and explanatory approaches. This makes it new, and no
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similar research has been done earlier in Ethiopia. Eclectic methods were

selected to see facts from different dimensions.

The study selected the above three domains purposely. The researcher
transcribed selected defendant statements and witness testimonies and
observed courtroom interactions, and analyzed the body of evidence related

to the selected cases.

The study has examined and described defendants' statements, witnesses'
testimonies, direct examinations, and cross-examinations questions. Overall,
the study focused on three criminal cases: bribery, murder, and sexual
misconduct. In these cases, the plaintiff and the defendant, as well as the
witnesses' testimonies were analyzed and interpreted. The data was collected
through audio recording. In each case, five selected cases have been

investigated, and an average of 5 hours of data has been transcribed.

As noted in chapter four, corruption has to do with the concept of physically
taking money or getting benefits, and the oral agreement between two
parties to get money or benefit has no place in criminal investigations. It is
rare for one to be arrested for bribery. As noted in chapter four, two
bribery/corruption cases were examined. In this chapter, linguistic pieces of
evidence such as avoiding liabilities, contradiction, tense of verbs, and

irrelevant information were identified. In particular, avoiding liability and
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providing irrelevant information were unique linguistic cues found in the

bribery case.

In chapter five, the study examined the crime of murder cases and showed
how forensic linguistic can be applied. According to the researcher's
observation, in a murder case, suspects profoundly defend the case to make it
easier for them. The method to do this has been seen in the process of
explaining the crime scene to the court i.e modifying language or choice of
words as much as possible to convince the judge and change the nature of the

crime from a state of killing deliberately to recklessly.

Judges generally investigate the execution of the murder case from alleged
killer and the witnesses, and often information can be influenced by a single
direction or message from a suspect, especially when there is no witness and
the demonstrative evidence is not available. The study identified the
following linguistic cues from defendants’ attempt to cover up crime during
their confession, social introduction, and tense of verbs, temporal lacuna,
passive voice and change in refernce. Change in reference, temporal lacuna

and passive voice are unique features of the murder case.

In chapter six, the study discusses linguistic features attested in a sexual
misconduct crime case. Very often, in Ethiopia, sexual misconduct is

considered physical contact between two persons of different or similar sexes.
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Oral expressions such as sexually arousing words, abuse, etc. are not taken as
crime. In the case of sexual assault, a perpetrator is physically and
psychologically strong, and the victim is younger, physically, and emotionally
vulnerable. When children are vulnerable to sexual abuse, the court appoints
an expert and professional help particularly, which affects the characteristics

of direct examination questions.

The study has shown that often perpetrators cite psychological and social
reasons for committing crimes. It is also understood that their efforts to
escape criminal charges are in the guise of religious identity. However, the
study examined such identities were contradicted or clearly ignored in their
arguments. As shown in 6.3 fabricated date/time and false supportive

evidence are considered unique features of sexual misconduct cases.

In chapter seven, the study discusses the struggle between the prosecutor and
the attorney to win or to simplify the decision of the crime cases. In this
regard, both the prosecutor and the lawyer present a lot of verbal and
material pieces of evidence. Since the study focuses on oral expressions of
witnesses, it presented oral expressions of two categories: (1) the prosecutor
open-ended question for a witness, in which the witness expresses his or her
opinion without prejudice based on the registered theme of the prosecutor. (2)
It is a cross-examination to determine whether the testimony of a witness is

true or not. The two types of questions have two different characteristics: the
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direct examination question is used to give the witness a humble answer, and
the cross-examination is an attempt to dismiss or substantiate the witness's
claim by using different methods, such as declarative question, tag question,

modal verb, and projection question.

The Ethiopian legal system is a mix of inquisitorial (Civil Law) and
adversarial (Common Law). Some prominent lawyers argue that the
Ethiopian legal system is not mixed. It is an adversarial type because
witnesses' testimony and the prosecutor's convincing mechanism play a
paramount role. The role of witnesses in criminal cases, in particular, may be
limited by the prosecutor's understanding of the crime. Thus, lawyers will
have less chance of arguing and winning the case by presenting witnesses,
and rarely does it happen to prosecutors. It is because the legal system does
not have a clear line. Consequently, it has a profound effect on the

community.

8.2. Recommendation
The study makes the following recommendations based on the main issues
raised and discussed. These are (1) The remaining issues of the study, (2)
Issues that require institutional supervision.
e Since civil cases are presented to adversarial rather than inquisitorial,

litigation plays a significant role, and there is an opportunity to
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provide better linguistic evidence for this which, researchers should
investigate civil cases.

Before a murder crime is committed, the relationship between the
killer and the victim can be a verbal or written exchange, and it is a
part of the crime scene and should be carefully considered and

studied.

Here are some tips that can be implemented and monitored by institutions:

Legal and judicial bodies should be trained in forensic linguistic
analysis to assist in the investigation and decision-making on crime
and civil cases, as the cases require skills of many professions.

The Department of Linguistics at Addis Ababa University should
establish a linkage with Judiciary and Legal Institutions and work

together in the study of criminal and civil cases.
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Annexes

Annex 1,

Bribary Case 1: Defendant’s Testimony

AtoY (Mr. Y)

BDS1. &% 07tért €N QAoe-¢ v7iA%0 AN LLACAL:A%0 ANO L20CAL
Y ov-f APPLY NFLo-9° (I UNICEF A7%0%A TRCT 07917 eh7tet
O44% A7Z 114, ALLAy-7°::

ine jokontrat jogiz3i balo muja nonp, ?adis ?2afsPa junivarsit bazih muja sik’st’ronn
kifijjawm ba UNICEF indikaffal toadorgo tesmamton jakontrat sarratopna indzdsi
halafi 2ajdallahum.

I am a contract purchaser, when I was employed by Addis Ababa University we agreed

the salary to be paid by UNICEF, I am contract worker, and I am not an officer.

BDS2. 2400, oLy PIAA TNS8eYY AeP hA:.I9C 9°29° P72.P15 5w 771C

PAZ°:: K: PTINDIE®- (oPE 55 “1.4.97 NC International Con Y71 Pir
e ALHIPLYD 1o::tM7 Nt ool D1 AL o P90 AT hid4PP
JICAPITFT PoRTA 9°29° 39CF NI :

gillosob”a wojimm  joggill tobaddaj noppbaj®a ka ine gar minimm
Jjommijagganannatftfow nagar jallom. Ine jommazzogadzdzow bowak’ttu 55 milijon
birr in (t) arnafnal c’arsta jo madshanit giz3 ijjazegadzdzohu now. bazza bozih
modhanit laj now jommisoraw inna kasetjjowa gar lijaganannan jommitfl minimm
nagor jallom.

The person, or the one who is claiming to be victim, has nothing to do with me. I prepare




at the time 55 million birr worth international tender, I prepare tender for the purchase of
medicine. Before that I worked for the purchase of medicine and there was nothing that
could connect me with the woman.

BDS3.1AA  aevAix  A7T07  AFSALIONN CEhih bl ALLAU: @A

PIPLCIPANT YAL ALEBAUI™CNN NG TA49° ALELAUI® K715.0-9° hA 5S¢
WLt AN ALLAUI™:: ATV NP AL onF 7MCT STo-thih hetb:
POA Re.Ll"L:ARSE AILY (oo POl A1e “MIE T ehdI hef
AERLh A0S ERLh bl PANL.7 oM ARRSE helh oA o

balela molku ink“an indajittasob jateknitk kommite ?ajdallohum. Wil
jommiforrimillat halafi ?2ajdallohum, jogizzi halafimm ?2ajdallohum indihumm
2as’dak’t kommite ?2afal ?ajdallohum. innozih bo giz3i laj wassapn noagorotf
natftfow, joteknik kommite, jowl ?affoerarami, ?as’dak’t innozith bomulu jokontrat
sonod mazzagad3ot c’orota kofto loteknik masallof, teknik kommite jasallofown
wit't’et lo?as’dak’t kommite malak now.

Do not even think about it, I am not a technique committee, I am not the contractor who
signed the collateral, I am not the head of purchase office and I do not belong to the
approval committee. These are the crucial organs for purchasing, technique committee,
contract amendment and approvals, all these prepare documents, open for the bid to
technical committee, the result approved by technical committee is sent to the executive
committee.

BDS4. ANTTA LI 08 0é Confedil andd AL 1o :(AIN, AY FIC

+had 0494047 A7 CPCN AAPRT PP NGA T44P7 oLHC AADTH
AT ANLPE PALTR AR o PACA CoMU- 1C::

Ispefalr dogmo jone sira jo madhanit c’srata now. bo?agat’ami ihe nagar takasata

batabalabat sa?at jok’rib ?alok’aje jogizzi kifl halafiwa wojzoro imawqjf tullun




?asfok’dze jog"adanaje lid3z moto k’abr ijowat’ahu nabbar.
Especially, my business is on auction of pharmacy. By chance when this thing happened,
my immediate boss, the procurement Officer Mrs. Emawaysh Tulu, I asked for permission

and was going out to my friend’s child funeral.

BDS5. aNé.PL (o1 AT P0é AALLNE PP 0LHE KWCD0N:9%4

MAPHNT A1 A70-D (LN TLLNT (AAhIM7 4L7%::LoAT4T NAR:
Mm% MATFF héet TENANLEP F01C NCT LR T1C R Ahan,
M7 A% eC 30/2008 %.9° HIINC::(M w8 i &0 PEA 10C: A2 oL
1 A9°4L04F AT né-n PEANETS AL APNmSG: 2. Al B hANT::
AI°PS PAMFT +@h4L4 NNELT="10 e 0L hATéN PPPT AT
RiOEEG T oo £SO 10 COlR4.@::Plc®T 1IN ALAH: PPPT AT
AESE 2AS0L:2NS0@7 (FFhhA oo2é77 ALAYT AS ThhA Wt hag
QAP U7 VAT ART ALY ke A% hPalP 097 Al P90, Qv
ALY &% AR homAd 9°59°% NIFATF A1 aoF-:

2asfak’dze bamwat’afat sa?at josra baldsrabaje johonut wajzaro ?adis ?af3ofpa, misa
silaljazkun ?abran inniwt’a bammil tajajzanba?agat’ami hedn. Doawwoalat(tfillat silk,
t’abbkipn silalotftfinn ras hotel biherawr tijatr nabborn, biherawr tijatr izza
?akkafap1 bazzan sa?at t'irr 30/2008 ?a.m zig nobbar. Bozza madada kiftu ras hotel
nabbar. ine wadabet bamhedbat sa?at ras hotel baronda laj tok’st’t’at’aru. ine ?abrre
qucc’ ?alkun. ?amt’ita sot’t’stfat towadadra silallofot{ masjazawn wajm kolatoral
t'ik’k’akn inna ?anastona nat moassal dofdabe now jomis’s’afow. plcwotftf gonzef}
sijasizu, t'ik’k’akin inna ?anastonna dsfdabe, dofdabew batkikl mas’s’afun ijilp inna
tikikl kahone issaj kalhono gin hullat so?at izzih k’uc’c’ bije kemk’smat’ simnit
so?at jomtgebi kohono , izzih k’uc’c’ bije kamt’abk’ minamn bilanalatftf bila

moat’t’atftf.




When I was out, my coworker Mrs. A said that she did not have lunch and she said "let’s
go out together". By chance we went out together. She dialed her, she told me she had to
wait at Ras Hotel, we were the National Theater, around the National Theater cafes or
hotels were closed at that time on January 30, 2008, only Ras Hotel was opened on that
ridge. I was sitting with them, she brought and gave her, the attachment or the collateral, 1
think she is a small enterprise owner, will get a letter. P.l.c. gives the cash, for small
enterprises letter. Check the letter is spelled out correctly, if it is ok well, if it is not instead

of waiting for two hours she came to show me .

BDS6. A75AT®-9° AmFT @l 7 0 0ld 7 CHAdo7 Ao ook

POLLLLI°NT N LA ReL-CU::0°PM AFA Y44 P - PI°TE.Cav-
ANL.CY hAT T ::

indalotfwim josot’t’atfat warak’otun, masjaza warak’etun jotas’afown ikk now mat’taf
jomiforombat bota hedaf ?aforarmi. Jogz3 kifl halafiwa now jomtformow ?asformi
?alatfat.

She gave her the same papers and she said exactly what was written, come and go to the
place where you can make a sign, the procurement officer do that.

BDS7. A7 HUNA®- chCOT A2 ZA1 hFR A1d OA PUr VAT JOEPT

aop- - AN7 PHA hfy 707 o3 3Pm- hid7Pe4 . hl-ei. L£NLa
44000 AL 79° LA N N EST Addo- L7 A0 M. NS ::

ihenn toablow c’arsan ine hisab kafje linnasa sil johonu hulst tat’akiwotf mat’tow
is¥an jaz"at kaki posta manc’k’aw kasetjejtu jaz1 2atjazt difdopa fos’smubat, inenm
dopdbaw bakatena ?asrow wad polis t’abija wasadup.

When we finished, we would get up, tow militant came and caught her, stab envelop from

her take it does not take it, and they committed assault. They beat me, arrested me, and




took me to the police station.

Defendant 2

Mrs.

BDS8. N2 @/ KD :hrthant0t ha A7RC athlda- &CL 0T
PINLS @ @7 PHIRUT ABINCHTY 10 T10 MoPEk “M0T 10-::
Sime ?addis ?afoba wark’u kotokasaskubat kis ?ans’ar lotekabarow firdd bet
jomasredaw c’arotawn jazegajohut ine nobarkun malot now bowak’tu malst now.
My name is A. in the case of my allegation I explain to the respected court, I am the one
who prepared the auction or bid that is at that time that is.

BDS9. AA4N AN LLOACAA MG AL7TN hAE PRLP 910 ATIPL

Mol J 07 MALA Howy 0T R7L.0M0 LLLATINPCA YA&LE A 10Y T
0-h1tht aAdt T0T9° 071 hEA YALPNOLHE ATIPLT kA J-HE
MLF @7 PHILU-T Ak 10Ch AT i o Ths+ thih bt AT
ALLATI® PI°F1aw oo TINTI@-:

Lo?addis ?afba junivarsiti t’ena sajns kolleg jedereq migb lomak’rab c¢’aratawn
ba?addis zomon gazet’a indiwat’a jadarakut, bak’rb halafije 2amakannat, batazazkut
masarat malotm bogz3i kifl halafi, bowsjzaro imawajf tullu tazze c’arotawn
jazagajohut ine nabarku inna tokofto teknik komite inn ?ajdelonm jomnigamoagmoaw
malat now.

To Addis Ababa University Health Science College, for dried food I have announced the
bid on Addis Zemen newspaper by the instruction of my immediate boss, it means by
procurement head Mrs. Em. I had been instructed and held the auction and we are not
technical committee it means the one who evaluate.

BDS10. “?a-t ¢-knh helb 710t AA“LePCO-T AP it CU1e0dC AT

10-::1C V7 Re O P07t AT T AmG ALTTN hAS M0 -




Malst joteknik komite malat silomijak’srbut ik’a t’irat jomigomogm malat now.
nagorgin ine jeg33i jokontrat sorratena nan lat’ena sajns kolledz malat now.

Means technical committee means who assessed the quality of the items they provide, but
I am a contract sales, to the College of Health Science.

BDS11.0H Né- AL 9°79° ALYT ALY PAATnlLI 1L ™ TNIET o<

PaomN7 hP9° CAATY: el PavOdl Ad9® PAANTATS09° PEnLh heltk
ANA A75A0 70T NC SCL0A: A7 1THANAT :

bazza sira laj minm ?2ajnat halafinat jalelapn, c’arata sonad komazegadzot wic’c’
jamawasan 2ak’k’im jallelan, indihum joteknik komite ?afal indalhonkun kibur
firdbetu indigonazablin.

I have no liability on that job, except preparing auction document I cannot decide, I do
not have a power to cancel the bid and I am not technique committee member, let me here
the honor of the court.

BDS12. 71C17 ad M0N0 A% T PN AGA Y0é TLCD AT 77 G

NAa)F @PHE ANEC PHIATo- P20 01582 héI o7 ATL9°TOACH
ATANL.L- 45T TRCY Yo PPLND-:: PICTT ARG ehlI o7 CavOlHNANT
ATLAAT NFC FCLMAE AI2LL5AT AFAIAD::

Nogorgin kisse baminababbat sao?at jogz3i kifle halafi todarge inna jannin birr
kalamat’t’at{ wajzero ?aster jotobalot{w jogl tobedaj c’aratawn indomnaserzow
indasforaranat todargo now jok’srobow. nagergin innpa c’aratawn jomasaraz silt’an
indallelan kibur firdbetu indiredaln ifalgalshu.

But, when my charge is read I have been considered as procurement officer and if she does
not bring that money Mrs. B the abuse, has been suggested that we warn to cancel the bid.
But we wanted to hear from the Court that we had no authority to cancel the tender.

BDS13.0AAk: ¢C 30 (-F0A®- P77 At LATT avilawl: PRLTF®m- AR (T

Vi




OLAPO APLL AANT AAT Ak NoPt 94 AooNAT ol Ok APLLENT
ALAV: ST AC@NT APA NAR TRONAT::

bailotu t’irr 30 batoPalow k’an ?ato jimor mohhamad jog“adonaw lid3 motobat wada
lek’so ijohedabat ballobet sa?at ine bowak’tu misa loameblat wads bet ijohedkun
ijjalohu togenann, ijowat’t’an ijjale silk tadswloln.

On that day January 30, Mr. Yilma while he was going to the funeral of his friend’s
chilled and we met, while I was going to my home for lunch, she called me while we are
leaving.

BDS14. MAA-E (L A7L77PLC WALLPT W7 10C:AV7 WINCTINT S00C 0L

AL AL TPLEATU QATAAT NAGT 276 ATR71LTC ho-B1o- PiNldo- AT
oL0E °AANA APLEN ALAV: LOATAY:

bailetu biro indink’ajr kohalafijatfn tazzen nabbar, ?ahun kenebarnbat filor wads laj
ika tik’agjralatfhu silotobaln kase?at sira indomajnor awk’e now jonabbarow inna
wadbs bete misa libala ijoshedku ijallshu dowalat(t{ilinn.

On that day, we had been told by the officer to change the office, from the floor now we
were, we had been told that you would be changed to the upper floor, I knew that there

was no work in the afternoon and she dialed when I was going to my house to eat lunch.

Bribary Case 2 Defendant’s Testimony

BDS15. ¢Nldm :CL 01 A% 2007 PC oC 2007 2.9° 1o oL0NJwo- P4 01

TCEhE: PP onldm 2005 9.9° AL 1o AS OAZ 041 104 KL T+T9° 14

Jotokabbarew fird bet ine 2007 t’irr war 2007 ?2am now wade botaw johedkut pirojektu
jotadzemaraw 2005 ?am laj now inna kaine bofit jonabbaru ?ed3antotfm nabbaru.

The respected court I was in 2007 the month of January 2007 I went to the site the project was
started in 2005 and there were agencies that were before me.

BDS16. A% @&NJ @ A7LY4L L4 NP @000 PP e 104 AL Abok

vii




PATFA 0P Ti04

ine wadabotaw indihed jotodoragow bowak’tu wisbsib johona sira nabars liffata liffatu
jaltfalu sirawotf nabbaru

I was moved to a place where there was a complicated job at the time.

BDS17. (1Né-@- AL 70 C4P0 NATNCH A7€ 4.0 1C PLL T 4.0 LI

IE @39 IC LTE TCEh:

basraw laj tinn{ jok’ojohu silanobarku indfota nabar johedkut fotahut dogmom manpawinm
nagor fattfe pirojoktu

I'was a little bit experienced at work I went to solve I resolved I fixed everything the project.
BDS18. P40 @&H (0 DL (1544 consultant A7 CCE-1: IC o+ Poo’p1L 0A

AANT A"M0¢ CCEF A Yo+ PAw-

johedkut wadoaza bota kehedku beh“ala konsaltont 2ammakari dirdzit gar now jomoangad bala
sillitanu 2ammakari dirid3t izza now jallow.

I went after I went to the location, consultant I was with the advisory organization the advisor of
the road authority was there.

BDS19. h: 2C 10+ avPavl @ contact L4 La-N7 DODIC av§ 8 0T79° Aio-

Oh ¢ £CH1: IC o-

keissu gar now moadzommeria kontakt madrag jallobn keissu gar menoriatftfinm izzaw
?ammakari dirdzitu gar now

We need to contact him first, with him, our residence is with the consultant

BDS20. il (1w d-t - A“1Neé L CB-E N°1.0m7 avavd @ 1@+ 06 aoé- T CANY

L70-9° AY r10-

kozza bomonasat new ?amakari dirdzitu bamisat’oan mamarija new sira masrat jallabnn
donbum ihe now

Then, it is up to the guidance of the consultant, and the rule is that I have to work

BDS21. MM av(dt AU-7 P Tadho- 0J: AA-T-FPAm- 0 ovQAR LA P Tadho-

ng- Aag

bozza masarat 2ahun jotot’ak’asown bota, silotot’ak’asow bota maglas’ bifalg jotot’sk’asow
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bota laj

The current location, according to the location is specified, if I want to specify the location.

Bribery Case 3 Prosecutor Direct Examination Questions and Witness's
Answer

PQ*1. A% va- At hPA APahs0rF ooV F7 4L AL AGCLNE POLSAT
?ak’k’abi higg - Ato ?ajjale limasakrubat jomat’t’'ubatn guddaj iski lofridbetu
jasradduln
Attorney - Ato Ayele Solomon, tell us the case that you have come to testify?
AW*1. A2 v PPONC - P17 AANFO-ND-9° D4 av (L @C 2009 4.9° 10C
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- k’anun ?alastawsewm waru maggabit war 2009 ?a.m nabbar

Witness - I did not remember the day, it was March, 2009 E.C

PQ2. A% U1 — OHY 47 77 Pr?
?ak’k’abi higg — bazzih k’an min hona?
Attorney- What happened on this day?
AW2. A2 v °00C - (LY 7 P10+ 278 7L AP 104 AP NAM A ot hPDT ¢
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- bazzih k’an johonow ?and jommifate| ik’a nobbara Ato Belete
Tola fattafut ik’awn

Witness - On this day, there was a search item, Ato Belete Tola checks out the item

* prosecutor Question

46 Answer of Witness




PQ3. AP0 vV - hPO- P77 107
?ak’k’abi higg — ik’aw mindin now?
Attorney- What's the item?
AW3. AP v PONC - - AT ANGT
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- — josetot(t| ?albasat

Witness - Women's Apparels

PQ4. A% U - Afl.....
?ak’k’abi higg — iffi....
Attorney- Okay (in the form of inviting the witness to speak more)
AWA4., AP0, v °0NC - -PH AP ARYE 104@<F 07280 ARYT 1NL@-
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-- jozza ik’a lijjunat nabbaraw, jobandil lijjunat nabbrow

Witness - The item had bundle difference

PQ5. AP U - P87 10+ 18:A?
?ak’k’abi higg — Mindin now bandil?
Attorney- What is a bundle?
AWS. AP U °0NC - TP TINF 107 0TPA PTLoPM APPTE PPN NHT ARTF
402 LPPA AW ARYE 10407 PP AHTF 900 AAC &aoM I0C & A AF L0 450 AAC AmATFo-::

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- T’ik’l malat now, bat’kil jommimoat’u ik’awotft| t’ik’lu bizat
lijjunat nabbarow. jet’k’ilu bizat lijjunat nabbaraw, jot’k’ilu bizat 900 (i birr
jimat’a nabbar. 1a?ato taddasa 450 {i birr sat’ah™at{tfow.

Witness - Bundle is a package or punch of clothes, there was a difference on
total number of packages, the number of packages was estimated 900,000 birr and

I gave 450,000 Birr to Ato Belete Tola.




QA6. AN V1 - 1 1@ LAM-PFO-?
?ak’k’abi higg — jot now josot’"atftfow?
Attorney - Where have you given him?
AW6. AL U A P0ONC - THET
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir--—Nazret = hiwotezina0942521622

Witness —Nagzareth

PQ7. A U4 - SH& P42
?ak’k’abi higg — Nazret jot?
Attorney -Where in Nazareth (specific place)?
AW7. AP0 v °ONC - aoeet Y240 Ahal,
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-- mabrat hajl 2akababi

Witness -Around the power hub

PQ8. A%(L U -A%¥7 NC AGPAMTF avhaP oL - ?
?ak’k’abi higg —ihennin birr lomast’st monnafawo mindin now?
Attorney -What was your initial goal of giving the money?
AAWS. AP V1 AP V9 °ONC - - APD- AR AATINLD-
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-- ik’aw lijjunat silonabbaraw

Witness - The item differed

PQO. AP V- A%7? ALYTH +nAT AQ-SF 10C
?ak’k’abi higg — ihennin lijjunat tokassaf ?awk’ot nobbar?
Attorney - Did the defendant know the difference?

AWO. AP v AP VI PONC - - SO-RIAN

Xi




?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-- jawk’utal

Witness - He knew it

PQ10.A20. v91- 07t NC Amu-t 1@ Lot?
?ak’k’abi higg — sint birr sat’t’shut now jalut?
Attorney -How much money did you give you said?
AWI10. A0, v AP0, v 9°0hC - -450 0.0C
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 450 {i birr

Witness - 450,000.

Bribery Case 3 Defendant's Lawyer Cross-Examination Questions and Witness's

Answer

ACQ1Y. m0d - A APA ARYTE PNLA 10 IAPA N7LA PTLADT AIARAT STAN?
t’abak’a - ?ato ?ajjalo lijjunatu jobanidl now bilowal banidl jommilown ligals’uln jitflalu?
Prosecutor- Ato ?ajala Solomom, you said that there is Bundle difference can you
explain us the word bundle?

PWAL. A0 v °0NC - N&A TIAt AP F07T e7Lov( T T18068 TNt 1@+:: NTI80SLD-0T AP F 07T
(LooM TNt 1@-
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-bonidl malat ik’a taffgo jommimat’abat madabarija malsat now.

bamadabarija wist’ ik’a taffgo simat’a malat now

Witness- bundle is a trap that uses to import materials or gadgets. It means

when a gadgets packed through a trap and imported it.

ACQ2. ¢rhad mNF. AAHY P& AR TI0T OFF 10-? A1 P7LAD- AS
PHTTO-0 O 10?7 ARTEN I°7 PUN 10-?
t’abak’a - silazzih jossu lijjunat malst sint now? sanadu jemmilow inna
jotgannows sint now? lijjunatu min jahl now?

Prosecutor - So the difference is how much? How many a document says? How

“7PQ- Refers to prosecutor question

xii




much is the difference?
PWA2. AL v °ONC -- €747 1ANTO-AD-9° Av~7 (9N, L2587 ANAY

ATAAU-:APPA0 (1% AL P7.A@+ 100 (LU7 &iLhA. Pavda- 120 (LUP7
£ o074 ARTF £0AA::
?ak’k’abi higg ?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-- k’'ut’run balastawsewm ?ahun bammisale doarsja gin

lasradah itflalahu.
Lomsale sonadu laj jommilow 100 bihon fizikali jomataw 120 bihon ja
jobanidl lijjunat jibbalal.
Witness - Even if I couldn't remind the number, but as an example, I can explain to
you. For example, if a document shows 100 bundles, it is physically
counted 120 bundles. It is called bundle difference.

ACQ3. ¢rhat mNF. AHY 0&A @O AANNAT AN NAPA ?
t’abak’a - izzih bonidl wist’ ?albasat ?alls bilowal?
Prosecutor- You said that there are clothes in the bundle?
PWA3.AP v °00C - AP

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-- ?wo

Witness_ Yes...

ACQ4. ¢+hall MNP, NLADNT PINLD* AN ARTT 1NLD-?
t’oabak’a — banidl wist’ jonabara ?albasat lijjunat nobarow?

Prosecutor - Was there a difference between clothes in the bundle?
PWA4. AL v AP0 v °aNC - PAD-9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- jollowm

Witness — hasn’t

ACQS5. ¢+had mOP - +had: 70V TCATE i
t’abak’a — tokasafu min jahl parsont fatafu

Prosecutor- How many percent the defendant checked?
PWAS. A2, v °0hC - hoemo- 19 20 TCO7T
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- komat’aw ik’a 20 parsont

Witness - From the imported 20 % of the items

xiii




ACQ6. e+hatl mNP- 1877 20 TCAYH 10+ 8A0D-?
Jotokasaf t’abak’a- ithenn 20 parsont now jofatafow?
Prosecutor - He checked 20%
PWAG. A v°1 AP, U9 9°0NC - - 10 0440 WHoH
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- - now jofotofow indoaza

Witness - he was, like that

ACQ7. m0F- &A%rF AA@- N1A@- 900 1. N1C NAPAT @M LAD- ALSMC W78 T
10 H' aof AAC A1k 05 0P0-?
t’abak’a- Lijjunat ?allow bilow 900 (i birr bilowal, wist’u jallow sajk’ot’sr
indat now zat’ann
Prosecutor - You said there is a difference, and the difference is 900,000 birr,
and How did the nine hundred thousand differences be known without
counting the inside(the whole) materials?
PWA?7. A& v AL v 9°0NC - - PO aPM'F7 $TLOT 10+ hWAFD-T oM} $meet::
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- - jaw mat’anun k’ot’rowt now issatftfow mat’anun k’ot’srut.

Witness- [like] count it the amount [He . .is.] counted it.

JQ1%, 085 70¢ - AAF®- TINT TIGFD-?
Jadanna t'ijake -
Judge- Who is the person you call with honorific?
PWA. A2 v AL v °0NC - -AF AATPT APA
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- - 2ato Salomon ?ajjslo

Witness- Ato Solomon ?ajala

ACQS8. mNF- haF@- P4 Aav-P GF@- ?
t’abak’a - issatftfow jofttafa balomuja natftfow?
Prosecutor - is he,.;. detection?
PWAS. AP0 v AP v °0NC - -AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- -?awo

Witness —-Yes

ACQ9. mns- PO hOAGI?

t’abak’a -Waga ?ajsarum?

*® Qustion asked by the judge

Xiv




Prosecutor- he,,.isc Was not customs duty calculator?
PWAO9 A2 v °0NC --hSN0459°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- -?ajsarum

Witness-He ;... does’t work

ACQ10. mN - P2 NANG hE ARTE W& T 10+ 091, 0PD- (VFD- PP 270¢-
A AN
t’abak’a -Waga kalissoru ihe lijjunat indet now jommitawak’aw

basatftfow, waga jommisora lela ?allo
Prosecutors - If he ..« Wasn’t custome duty calculator, how is the difference
known by him, is there another custom duty calculator?
PWAI10. A20. v AP0 v °0NC - -hd
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- -?alla

Witness-Yes there is.

ACQ11.m0% - AAHY K877 ARTF AAVTFD W8T PO P? ACON W78 haPH?
t’abak’a -Silazih ithennin lijjunat issat{tfow indet jawk’alu? frswos indet
?amanu?
Prosecutors - So, how does he,,.:. know about this difference? How do you
believe?

honorific

PWA11. A2 v °ONC --L@+ APD7 (L4 hPD7 (40T 0Lt hOF D AT
PTFHT hGAFD (EAFD- a0 ACTD- 10+ 011577 APTET o
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- -Jaw ik’a sifatfu, ik’awn bafattofut masarat isatfstfow

lijjunat jagapnutn irasatftfow barasatftfow mongod sartow naw jonoagoarun lijjunstun.

Witness-When he 056 checks out the item, he 1,5 has made a difference in the way he

honorific found it, then he ;.. .is. told me the diffenrce

ACQ12. mNg - &A@ 07k (% AL 10+ PG O10-?
t’abok’a -fittafaw sint sa?at laj now jotokonawoanow?
Prosecutors -At what time the test was done?
PWA12. A0, v °0hC - mPt
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- -T’owat

Witness-Morning

ACQ13. mNg - a7 A% AL LUPGTA?
t’abak’a -Sint sa?at laj jithonal?

Prosecutors -At what time?

PWA13. A2 v °00C -A0h AP0t it AAD- gap AL TInT 10+
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?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- -iska ?amist sa?at balow gap laj malat now

Witness- It's between five hours apart

ACQ14. m0P - et+dm-0 7 PUN L2F ORI (%T .87
t’abak’a -Fittofaws min jahl dok’ik’a wajm sa?at fod3zdzo?
Prosecutor- How many minutes or hours did the detection take?
PWA14. A2 v °0nC -A07 AAOTO-0D-9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- issun ?alastawsim

Witness- I do not remember

ACQ15. m0F - A%TET C11CPF 07t A%t AL 10-?
t’abak’a -Lijjunatun jonagarewot sint sa?at laj now?
Prosecutor —-Whe he told you the difference What time is it?
PWA15. A2, v °ahC - 9°4 A%t AL 1@+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Misa sa?at laj now

Witness - It’s lunch time

ACQ16. m0- a7t a%t?
t’sbak’a -Sint sa?at?
Prosecutor — What time?
PWA16. A2 v °0hC - 6:00- 7:00 0%t aa@- A%t
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-6:00- 7:00 sa?at balow sa?at
Witness — between 12:00Am-1:00 Pm

ACQ17. mnF- P31 e2@- OANT T 104?
t’abak’a -Jane joik’aw balabet jot nobboru?
Prosecutor — at that time, where did stay the owner?
PWA17. A20. v °0nC -°% 104
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Modz30 nabbaru

Witness — he ,....sc Was in Mojo.

ACQ18. mnF- L!?
t’abak’a -Mod3z0!?
Prosecutor — Mojo!?

PWA18. A2 v °0nC -AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?awo

Witness — Yeas

ACQ19. mNF- &+iam- AL ANLD- 104-?

t’abok’a -Fittofaw laj ?abraw nabbaru?
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Have you been there whene the item tested out?
PWA19. A2N0. v °00C -ANTNSI°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?alnebbarum

Witness - He,,,,..qc Was not there

ACQ20. mNF- &t+am- AL SHTTD T 1D-?
t’obok’a -Fittofa laj jotogonow mannaw?
Prosecutor - Who was the attendant when the bundle tested out?
PWA20. A v 9°aNC -h% 77 SHTT0F
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-ine non jotagonshut

Witness - I am the one who attended...

ACQ21. m0F- ACH PNE-&CAPT 9o7&7 10+ PATT?
t’abak’a -Jairso dirfawot mindin naw jalun?
Prosecutor- What is your responsibility?

PWA21. A2, v °ONC -AlAT T&THAC

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-irodat tranzitor

Witness - Assistant transit holder

ACQ22. mNF- &1 AhTO7 A\t OLI° +& s &L LAD LAN hCO +ONAD- 10 hH &0 AL
eTTH?
t’abok’a -fittafa sikonawon balabetu wojm tranzitoru falok’s jalow jilal irswo
towoklow naw izza fittafa laj jotogonnut ?
Prosecutor-when the test is going on owner or transit holder has permission to do
So, are you assigned to observe the detection?
PWA22. AP v PONC -CLCEE 0P@- FETHA A1 177 Wl
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Jedirdzitu jowaw tiranzit saratonna nann ine

Witness-I 'm the Wow Transit Worker

ACQ23. m(F-0htPF i (XU-F?
t’abak’a -Waklowotal bas’huf?
Prosecutor- Have you been assigned officialy/ by letter
PWA23. AP v °ONC -4P7F AL NRU-E ALY P0d LCAP TPL AL 104 T A PIPN&-0- PR AL 10+ ¢
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?wo, ?aj bas’huf sajhon josra dirfaje modzo laj nabar, ine
jomsaraw mod?3o laj now.
Witness- Yes, no is not by letter, I have been assigned to work in mojo, I am working

in mojo?
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ACQ24. mNF-AHD- <, @O hd (ATNLE AT SHAD AL ANTTTIP?
t'abak’a -izzaw gibi wist’ kalu balonbiratu lomn fittafa laj ?altegopum?
Prosecutor - If the owner is in the compound why he was not attending when the
item searched out?

PWA24. A2 v 9°0NC -A% 278 K710 h(7 AN O-O9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-ine indza ingidih ?alastawsim

Witness - I don’t know, I don’t remember

ACQ25. mOF-£CLC No17OC 10+ B @2
t’abak’a -Dirdir keman gar now jotokahedow?
Prosecutor — with whom the negotiation has it been done?
PWA25. AL v °0hC -hak OC 10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Kaine gar now

Witness — with me

ACQ26. MO F- AGF@®- hH Al AATIH(-?
t’abak’a -?ahunm issat{tfow izza ?allu balogonzabu?
Prosecutor - dis you notice the owner was there?
PWA26. A2 v °ahC -AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-2awo

Witness — Yes

ACQ27. mNF- 450 OAC LUA £CLC DACH 2C TINT hOTFD- MM A28 T LNTOTA?
t’sbak’a - 450 (i birr jahl dirdir koirso gar, malot isatftfow balellubat indet
jikonawonal?
Prosecutor- How does a deal worth 450,000 deal was going on with you in the
absence of the owner?
PWA27. AP v PONC -hz W78 £O- (OPF NINLO- D207 hak OC T121C7T LAD7 11C el
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-ine indza jaw bawak’tu banabarow kondifn kaine gar
tonagagron jalown nagar c’arasn

Witness -I don’t know, on that condition we discussed and finished it .

ACQ28. mN.F- e+ 1.014-TFv~T9° TIHNI® e+PANATFUT AP havadbd 4+ 10 rbabd (BA?
t’abak’a - gonzobunm jotok’abalat{hut ik’aw komoalak’ak’u bafit now katalak’ak’s
bohuala?
Did you talk and give the money before the item was released?
PWA28. A2 v °0NC - ¢H101C10+ AP ALAPP 1D+

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Jotonagagrinow ik’aw sajlok’ak’ now.

XViii




We talked without releasing the item.

ACQ29. mNF- 17H? Lam-tn?

t’abak’a - Gonzab josat’uts?

Prosecutor - Whe did you give the money?
PWA29. A2 va °ahC - hae A% OAA jo-

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Kasra sa?at bahuala now

Witness -It was after the working hours

ACQ30. mNF- hdo- nrtad 1A 10-?
t’sbak’a - ik’aw katalak’ak’s bhuala now?
Prosecutor- was it after the item is being released?
PWA30. A2 v °ahc -hrtade 1A
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Koatalak’ak’s bahuala

Witness - after being released

ACQ31. mNP- avpPE LTLAMD T71D-?
t’abok’a - ik’awn malk’akija jomisat’aw mannow?
Prosecutor - who gave the clearance?
PWA31. A2 v °O0C -ANAC 10+ PTLAM@E P +avG PTG AD+ TN 10D~
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?asasor now jomisat’aw , waga timona jomissraw sow malot
now

Witness - The assessor gives the clearance, the one estimates the price or value.

ACQ32. mNF- aAPLLD-7 P0G T et 10-?
t’abak’a -Malk’skija jowasadut kajot now?
Prosecutor- Where did you get the clearance?
PWA32. A2 v °0hC -hanGs:
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Ko?asasoru

Witness - From the assessor

ACQ33. m0F- At TI0Tt NAM ABLAIO?
t’abak’a -issu malat belete ?ajdalom?
Prosecutor — He is not Belete?
PWA33. A2 v °0hC -A2LAP°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?ajdslom

Witness — He is not

ACQ34. mNF- hH OAA OL 715 10 L7LOA AN L28A?
t’abok’a -Kazza bahuala wads dingotona fitafa jomibal ?alls jihedal?
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Prosecutor- then there is emergency check the item will goto there?
PWA34. A% v °0hC -Ah
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?allo

Witness- Yes there is

ACQ35. m0F- &71E &+ TINT &71HE 10« 8440N?
t’abok’a -Dingotona fittofa?
Prosecutor- Do you mean emergency check is searching out the item unexpectedly?
PWA35. A2 v °ahC -Hoe...
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Zimm..

Witnees - Quiet / no response

QJ2. (28T TPR)- &71G &0 AlIIMZN hB7T 11C?
Dingotona fittafa ?aregagt’otal ihenn nagar?

The emergency test confiremed this?

AL V9 PONC - NOPE i PAPLLOT PN MA A AAINLTT ATLILO 10C LAMNFO AATFO- LM
AP @ 1@+ Raometi: (197 ARYT avdhe Phavt hA@ PP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Bowaok’tu ine malk’ak’ija tok’abjo lela sira silonabarabn

lonagadew nabbar josat’huatfow. issatftfow hedow ?2asmoattow now jomat’ut.
Bomn ?ajnat malku jasmoatu ?alawk’im
Witnees - At that moment I had other work, I took the clearance and gave it to the
owner, then the owner ... went and stamp the clearance. I do not know the

agreement how he , ... he get the stamp.

ACQ36. M- OFL L7116 0 ACH ~AASS?
t’abok’a -wado dingataona fittafa irso ?alhedume?
Prosecutor- you did not go to the emergency test?
PWA36. AP v °ONC -A% ANSLT-I°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ine ?alhedkum
Witness - I did not go

ACQ37. m0F- hd® RCP 10 NADGA?
t’abak’a - ik’aw c’ark’ now bilawnal?
Prosecutor - You said that the item is a fabric?
PWA37. a2 v °00C -hP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?2awo

Witness - Yes
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ACQ38. mNF- &5 &0 LPPA hQLA?
Dingotona fittafa jajowal 2ajdal?

The item is checked by emergency checker, did not it?

PWA38. A2 v °0hC - ae9197:7 NPAht +614 ( nonverbal)
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- masmamatun bamlkit 2asawak’s

Witness — he showed his agreement nonverbally.

JQ. ( 285°T 7B)- NPAPT LANRAT
Danna- Bok’alwot jigles’uln
Judge - Tell us verbally
AP(L V9 PPONC - AL TERDT hAGRLLNI® 1% 1@+ PP P TFD-
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?aj t’ijak’ewn ?alc’arsum bije now jomt’sbk’atfow

Witness — No, I just wait for him s to finish the question,

ACQ39. mNF- At APA ThAK &TAD7 ANTOT AAOC OC 2D avpPEP D5
t’abak’a - ?ato ?ajale tekessafu fittafawn ?akenawana ?asasaru gar hedow
molk’akija wassadu?
Prosecutor — Ato Ayele, the defendant checked out the item and you went to the
Assessor took the clearance?
PWA39. AN, v P0G -4P
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?wo

Witness - Yes

ACQ40. mNF-AL7T AP K115 LT1HE GHA LLOIMPA hQLA ?
t’abak’a -ihenn ik’a indogona dingotona fittafa jarogagt’owal ?ajdal ?

Prosecutor - This item is checked by emergency cheker, did not it?

PWA40. A2 v °ahC - A2 normaly v-&79° AP ALL TN MWD~ U7 A AP AL A0NT
eeTANT probability Ad:: Qi LH enCP L7 P04+ advantage (4. 10+::

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?aj normali hulunm ik’a ?ajfottifowm bbahriw gin ihe
ik’a lifottafbat jommitflbat probability ?alla. Bizu gizze c’ark’ sihon
jomefattaf advantage sofi now.

Witness — normally all the item is not checked out, however there is
Approvability this item can be checked out. Very often there is high
Opportunity to check out the fabric.

ACQ41. mNF-AAHY enCP 10 A4ANI® P 10 NG sah 1@+ L4400 TN NP NAOGC
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t’abak’a - Silazzih c’ork’ now riskum kajj now, koffitona risk now jifottafal malat
bak’a ba?asarar
So, it is a fabric , the risk is red or high, in principle it should be checked out
PWA41.A%0. U9 9°0NC -h<7 Ak ACIAMT @7 AdTFAI: normally red oo 0F ALOL D
ALTAIP: AT APPTI red AP AL N TI0T 10
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- issun ine irgt’ann mahon ?altf{lim , normaly red mahonu
bitftfa lijasfatfow ?ajtflim, lelot(t{ ik’awotfm red lihonu silomitflu malat now.
Witness — I can not be certain of it, normaly the item risk is red, but not mean that

red risk always is checked out, it is also possible that other item can be red

ACQ42. M- n.CP 1D+ AL.LA?
t’abak’a -C’ork’ now ?ajdal?
Prosecutor - it is a fabric, is it?

PWA42. A2 v 9°0NC - enCP NVSD- av4 A0 Po9FANT probability Atk 2C WA (0P 28T
1980 ANTNSG- 77 11C ATINGP I hAF D« GF M- havita- Pavmh\T,
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- C’ark’ babahriw mafataf jomit(libat probabliti inasu gar
kallo bawak’tu johadut nagadow silonabaru jann nagor lomasmotat: issat{o natfow
?asmattow jamat’ulp
Witness — if there is a probality to check out a fabric, at that time the owner went

to stump and brought me the document.

ACQ43. mNF- (ACL: ACH T¢IMAC 1PT RGP &T1TT SO LPPA ALLA?
t’abok’a -Balmid irswo transitor nowot c’ark’ dingotona fittafa jajowal ?ajdal?
prosecutor- professionaly you are a transitor, a fabric is checked by emergency
cheker, did not it?
PWA43. AP v9 °ahC - AP NINED- DPE07T P20 AOHT DT L2510
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo konabarow kondifn jajutal ?abzapawn jajutal.

Witness — yes, on that condition ,they will see it

ACQ44. m0- kit (LER 977 PUN TCAFF 1D« PILLTT?
t’abak’a - issun sijaju min jahl parsont now jommifatfut?
Prosecutor — when they ckeck it how many perncet do they check?
PWA44. A20. v 9°00C - oo TCOPF 10+ 091401
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Mato parsont now jommifotfut
Witness — they will ckeck 100 %

ACQ45. M- > f TCA¥H?

t’abak’a - Mato parsont?
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Prosecutor — hundered percent?
PWAA45. A2, v °00C - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness — yes

ACQ46. mNF- AAHY oot TCATT avhe®<7 L4 TINT 10?2
t'abak’a - Silazzih mato parsont muluwn jifot{alu malat now?
Prosecutor - So, they will check all items?

PWA46. A20. v °0N0C - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness — yes

ACQ47. mNF- A+ ARTT Ad NAPA?
t’abak’a - inasu lijjunat ?al bilowal?
Prosecutor — do they say there is a difference?
PWAA47. AP U1 PANC - Al aPAPELD: NAPANNT JO9° LA™Y A 76COLAT PAT° (0P avlG
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ine moalk’akijaw tomatoln silomat’a minm jodoreson
informe(n jollom bawak’tu.

Witness — I got the clearance, at that time I hve not recived any information

ACQA48. M- TN AQaoan. @« NPt AFPPF 1D+ PAMPH?

t’abok’a - gonzab ?asmac’iw kojot 2amt’ito now josat’'wot?

Prosecutor — where does the importer get the money and gives you,,,,o.ofic?
PWA48. AL v 9°aNC - o°h.§ @-OT I0CE horh§ @A 1@ Ad-TF PAMm™T

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Mokina wist’ nabar kamakina wist’ now 2awt’ito josat’t’an

There was in a vehicle, he got from the vehicle nd give it to me

ACQ49. mNF- (HY AP AL PLT AT Fhh HNFALAT AN @ W77 PUN TTHA LTLLHNT APMT, A2 TCI°
AgPOHT? PULNEND- 70 10+ W8t A@-$ 500,000 1L PUA A& &H AP FA 4114 T
t’abak’a - Bazih ik’a laj k’arat’ ina taks tokeflual, ?asmac’iw ihenn jahl gonzab jomijizbat
?agat’ami ?ajnorm. Lomagazon jomikaflow tinf now. indet ?awk’o 500,000(i jahl
indet jizo limat’t’a tfalo sajnagrut?
Taxes are levied on this item, and the importer will not be able to hold this much
Money with out any condition, costs to warehouse is fews, without any
information how bring in 500,000 birr?
PWAA49. A2, v °0NC - AG7 A7°19V AOFO- 09101 11C AA “I0T 10
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- issun ingdih isatfow jomijawk’ut nogor ?alo

It means that the importer know something about it
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ACQ 50.m0F- ot 10 T7HT ATPT ARCOHP?
t’abok’a -Jot now gonzabun jasat’'wot loirswo?
Prosecutor — Where has the money given to you?
PWA 50. A2 v °0hC - %
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Mod30

Witness — in Mojo

ACQO51. m0- L ¢+?
t’abak’a - Md3zo jot?
Prosecutor — where is in mojo?
PWAS51. A20. v °ahc - P2 ooh§ @-aT
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Mod30 makina wist’

Witness — Mojo, in a vehicle

ACQO052. m0#- 147 09°7 AmPt+?
t’sbak’a —birun bamn sat’awot?
Prosecutor -How did he give the money to you?
PWAS2. A2 v °00C - 014,070
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Bofestal
Witness - With a platic bag

ACQO053. m0F- $PLDFH hCOP?
t’abok’a —K’ot’rowtal irswo?
Prosecutor — did you count it?
PWAS3. A2 v °00C - Ak hddmChg®
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ine ?alk’otorkutm

witness - I did no cout it

ACQO054. m0#- ¢t 10 eam- ANAM AThAT?

t’abak’a —Jot now josat’ut lotokasaf?

Prosecutor —-Where did you give the money to the defendant?
PWAS54. A2, v °0NC - ~A4991 THET

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?adama (Nazret)

Witness — Adama (Nazret)

ACQ 55. m0$- h°Z GH&T?

t’abak’a -Komod3o nazret?

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-From mojo to Nazareth
PWASS. A0 v °00C - AP
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?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?awo

Witness - Yes

ACQ 56. m($- h9°2 THET @F 20 0. 9% 1@< AHO- L @-QT AI°T7 AAAMFIP
t’abak’a -Kamodz3o nazret wada20 k.m now. izaw mod3o wist’ lomn ?alst’utm
Prosecutor — From Mojo to Nazreth it is 20 km distance, Why not
have him there in Modjo
PWAS6. AL U9 PANC - PO Av-AFT79° sefty 077\ 1@+ AH 948490 QU7
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Jaw hulstatfinm sefti sinl now izza johedow.

Witness- It's for our safety

ACQ 57. m0$- 97 hih?
t'abak’a -Min ?alk?
Prosecutor — What are you saying
PWAS57. A2 v9 9°0NC - Av-AFT79° sefty A7 1@-:: AH 37 AP hT4.00F7
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Lohulotatft{in sefti sinl now izza jehednew lomak’ababal
endimatfon

Witness - It’s for the sefty of two of us,

ACQO058. mNF- SHLT ALETFU- 07T A+ PAI?
t’abak’a —Nazret lijajatfhu jommit{l sow jolom?
Prosecutor - No one can see you in Nazreth

PWASS8. A2(L v °0NC - &CLE 0142000 PP QAN TP 16D+ P7LaPANFF@- APT A4 AATLTF

®LH - shift ALLTY::

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- dirgitu jotofos’amow mod3o silonabars, modzo siraw
jomimoalakatat{tfow sowot(t| linoru silommit{lu wadazza bota fift 2adarragn.
Witness — the event was happened in mojo, in mojo may have people who know the

job. Therefore, we moved there.

ACQO059. mNF- ¢t 1@ Am-t Nd, OO 107 av71L AL 1@ PF?
t’abak’a —Jat now jasat’ut kaffe wist’ now, mangad laj now jot now?
Prosecutor —-Where did you give it in the café or on the street? Where?
PWASO9. A2 v °ahC - aPh§ o0
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Makina wist’

Witness- In the vehicle

ACQ 60. M- K77 oNG OO ?
t’abak’a —Man mokina wist’?

Prosecutor- In whom vehicle?
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PWA 60. A2 v °0NC - Az aPhSDNOT
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ine mokina wist’

Witness —in my car

ACQ 61. m0F- &7C 10 P+POAPT?
t’abak’a —K’ot’ro now jatok’abalwot?
Prosecutor— Did he count it, when recived the money?
PWA 61. AL v °0NC - A2 h&f AL TFA NC PPFT T MADT RTET7 ADPMLT®
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?aj kofto ?ajtotal birr mohonun lelawn k’ut’run ?alk’otorom

Witness —He open and saw the money, he has not counted the amount

ACQ 62. m0F- GHeT &40 N1 10+ 048 Fu-t ?
t’osbok’a —Nazret dires bomnidn now johedatfhut?
Prosecutor-How did you go to Nazreth
PWAG2. AZN. v °0hC - Nerh s
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Bomokina
Witness — by car

ACQ 63. m0F- 0777
t’sbok’a —-Boman?
Prosecutor-By whom
PWA 63. A2 v °00C - Ok oons
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Boine mokina

Witness — In my car

ACQ 64. mNF- avn G @-OT hPt AHD- L AT AAOMTI°
t’abak’a -Mokina wist’ kehona izzaw modz3o lomn ?alsot’utm?
Prosecutor -If you were in the car, why not you give it in mojo?
PWA 64. AP0 v °0hC - L@+ avF49 ANON.@- AHO- QAT PAG: THé T ANL AAUY
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Jaw manorija ?akababiw izaw silohonas jaisu nazret
?akababi silohononow

Witness - Because his hometown was there, his hometown is around Nazareth
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ACQ 65. mNF- ACH A7L15 LIPAAN ALLA
t'abak’a —irswo indagona jimalasalu ?ajdal?
prosecutor- You won't be back again isn't it?
PWA 65. AL v °ahC - Aoeaqdv-
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- imalasalohu

Witness — Yes I come back

ACQ 66. m0F- 07 Axt AhAL SUPSH AOmet ?
t’abak’a —Sint sa?at ?akababi jihonal sisat’ut?
Attorney —what time will it be when you give it?
PWA 66. 42 v °anC - 11 :00 a4t hi M7 ea- hH (%A 0A@- DT TI0H 10+ SHAM@-::
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 11:00 sa?at kozza wat’an jaw koza boahuala balow gap malat
Naw jotosat’aw.

witness- then we left at 11 : 00 oclock and it was given on that gap.

ACQ 67. m0#- ¢+ KA. At Pamt?
t’abok’a —Jat 2akababi ?alu jesat’ut?
Attorney — Where is it? You said?
PWA 67. A0 v °0NC - SHe T avig-t 7840 AhaQ.
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Nazret mabrat hajl ?akababi

Witness- Nazareth around the power hub?

ACQ 68. m0.F- +haf AH A7LTTC L@ Fiv?
t’abak’a —~Tokassaf izza indeminor jawk’alu
Attorney- Did you know that the defendant lives there?
PWA 68. AL U PPONC - AAPP® AL (b AMANL AN -
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?alawk’im ?aj bete ?akababi silalon now

Witness - I don't, just he said around my home

ACQ 69. m0F- thAf D¢ e+ POET AT LU 1LH 10C?
t’abak’a —Katakassa| gar jommitowawok’ut loamn jahl gize now?
Attorney- How long did you know the defendant?

PWA 69. a2 v °0hC - AC LH 10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?ac’c’ir gize now

Witness -It's short time ago

ACQ 70. m0$- 9% PUA LH AAN?
t’abak’a —Min jah gize iski
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Attorney- how long?
PWA 70. A0 v °0hC - <90t £+ (106 10 PP POPD- ASEEC LH, 10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Malat jaw basra now jomnitowawak’ew ?ac’c’ir gize now

Witness -- That means we get to know each other at work, it's a short time

ACQ 71. m0F- Atk DA 0F +PLC avdl @F °8 AT 9°7 PUA LH CO-BFA K77 THA herhmtP (dh?
t'abak’a —issu koalela bota tok’sjro mat’t’a wada mod30 inna min jahl gize jawk’utal
ihenn gonzab komastatwo bafit?
Attorney-He came from other place to Mojo, and how long did you know
him before you gave him this money?
PWA 71. A20. v °0hC - @OC @C h9°G9°7 maximum
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Wor kemnamn maksimom

Witness — maximum a month

ACQ 72. m$- A7 OC?
t’abak’a —?and war
Attorney-One month?
PWA 72. A2, v °ahC - maximum A(-9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- maksimom issum

Witness- maximum

ACQ 73. m0$- QHhT AC LH OO 8.2 W7LHY hQ1T V10T TIC A78@- APt W18t LFAN TINT
TOOPTU APC 100 Rt L4571 RANT TT1D- L:C4T LPLNDN?
t’oabak’a —Baziht| ?ac’c’ir gize wist’ tadija indozzih ?ajnat higowat’t’ nogor lomasrat
indet jit{tfalal malat tiwwik’atfhu bat’am ?ac’c’r now?
Attorney- How can such an illegal thing be done in such a short period of time?
Your acquaintance is short. How dare you, who made the deal?

PWA 73. A0, v°1 °ANC - APTF A78AD- 1147 017 PARYT aom's? (H a°m? 1C A8o.ap Nt 10107
047 Ami@-::
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Lijjunat indallow nagoronn jozan lijunat mat’anun, bazza

mot’an birr indimat’alst tonagagarn birrun sot’anow
witness- He told me the difference, We talked about the difference, then amount

of money and we gave him the money.

ACQ 74. m0P- AAHY Al 10+ A877 PUN T7HA AFPM PAD DLNO ACH ?
t’abok’a —Silazih issu now ihenn jahl gonzab ?amt’a jalow wgjs irso
Attorney- So he asked that amount of money? or you?

PWA 74. A20. v °0NC - AP ARTE K780 P1147 Ao 10+

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?awo lijunatu indalo jonagoran issu now
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Witness-Yes, he was the one who told me the difference

ACQ 75. m0F- ACH £9° NT7HA AGAFAT AT ALLAT
t’abak’a —irswo dagmo bagonzab ?asalfiln ?alut
Attorney- And you said, leave us will give you some money, isn't it?
PWA 75. AL v °ahC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?wo

Witness- Yes

ACQ 76. mF- 20+ PLI° X rANT ARTET ATIO-NVF PD TOP LMPEFPA h(r 0P AT ALLAT® ALLA ?
t’abok’a —Jaw k’idm indalkut lijunatun lomawt’at waga mawak’ jit’ajk’al issu
jowaga soratona ?ajdslom ?ajda?
Attorney- As I said before, to know the difference it requires price knowledge He’s
not a price estimater, is he?
PWA 76. A2 v °00C - ARLAT®
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?ajdelom

Witness — he is not

ACQ 77. m02- PO (LA NOIPTHC 10+ &FF Lo9° apih AL 2710¢- (¢ 102
t'abak’a ~Wagam sisora boakompiwtar now fittafs dogmo mask laj jommisara sira now
attorney- The price is done on the computer, inspection is also a field work?

PWA 77. A2 v °0hC - Ah 10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Likk now

Witness- correct

ACQ 78. m(0F- nI°T+HC LH ALOEIP?
t’abok’a —-Kompiwtar jizo ajsara?
Attorney-Doesn't work with a computer?
PWA 78. AL v °0hC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?awo

Witness- Yes

ACQ 79. m0F-F4.L POOT W40~ HP° N NP AL1ICPT Wi& T AP AN (16D h(r?
t’abok’a — Tadija wagawn indihu zimm bilo bak’alu sinagrwot indet 2amanut indets
sora issu?
Attorney- So how do you believe when he just tells you the price? How did he do it?

PWA 79. A2 v9 °OhC - f+am- ¢hgoio- 5:00 Aha, 1@ eaeo-: 5:00- 6:00 akt 0é- aht 10

AVCF@D (LC 10O+ 218 AAPIPMOD- DTk RJAVFD-:: (1€ SHD- OLD¢h, ALOMI° AAH.Y £77 (H
2T ACT® A1 eFAN hOFo-
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?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Fittafaw jotokonawonaw 5:00 sa?at ?akababi naw jalak’aw ka
5:00- 6:00 so?at josra so?at now issatftfow biro gobtow sonad ?ask’amt’aw mowt’at
?allobatf{ow. sanad jizew wadawic’c’i 2aj wat’'um silozih jann bazza gap sortow
linagrun jit{tfilalu.
Witness- The inspection took place around 5:00 p.m. and was accomplished
between 5- 6 :00 o'clock, and he has to go into the office and file a document, and

he does not go out with a document. So he can do on that gap and tell me.

ACQ 80. mF- Ad®- (LAPP 104 ACA?
t’abak’a —ik’aw silok’ak’ nabaru irswo
Attorney-Were you there when the item was released?
PWA 80. A2 v °0hC - AAINCH-9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?alnsbarkum

Witness- I was not

ACQ 81. m0&- PHrP7 10+ OHoR1D? DRN?
t’abak’a —Jazzan k’sn now jotac’anow wajs
Attorney- Freighted on that day? Or?
PWA 81. A2(L v °0N0C - PHF ¢7 10+ P10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Jozan k’an now jotac’anow

Witness- Freighted that day on that day

ACQ 82. M- ATPm.® 1@+ LA ID-?
t’abak’a —?asmac’iw naw jasc’anaw
attorney- Did the importer freighted it?
PWA 82. AL v °ahC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?2awo

Witness- Yes

ACQ 83. mN- ACH T7HA APt (F @2
t’abak’a —irsiwo gonzab lomast’et bit{tfa now
Attorney- Are you just giving money?

PWA 83. A2 v °00C - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?2awo

Witness — Yes

ACQ 84. mNP- MA ¢ NPT L1 ACHP?
t’oabak’a —Lela sira nabarwot jane irso

Attorney- Did you have another job then?

XXX




PWA 84. A%, v °0NC - 107 AP, AHIP 10+ PAPELOT ANVFD- PAMATFO-::
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Nobaron ?awo lozzam now molk’ak’ijawn lasatft{o sot’shuatfow

Witness- yes, I had, that's why I gave them the clearance

ACQ 85. m(0- A% AT (a4t PHL2Im ARTE 10 180 104D AALFPIN?
t’abak’a —ihe lijjunat ba?odit jotoragagat’s lijjunat now sanads nabaraw ?sajtowotal ?
Attorney- The difference here is that the audit confirmed?
PWA 85. AL v °00hC - ADOTTU-9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?alsomahum
Witness -I did not hear

ACQ 86. mN>- 900000 NC ARt Ad NAPA A27TT AT © A8 T 47°CT RIUNE S1L1M A1 AALAP T
10+ O1R4-L5 -
t’abak’a —900000 (i birr lijjunat ?alow bilowal ihenn lijunat jo ?0odit riport ?aragagt’ot ,
jotaragaget’ sanad ?asajtwot now jotadoradarut ?
Witness_ You said that there is a difference of 900,000 Birr. have you checked and

verify issue in audit report.

PWA 86. A2 v °ONC - AL L0 A1€ TINCLE APNLATID-9° ALY ALY 10+ NARTT avalt COLATA P77

AT AQANE AT1LPAU- AANE DF09T97 £77 T1C accept ALCT MLULPTAD- Step LBt AL
ARTET AAQTITI° 07N NPT LA9° TaPA( aomPP RTAN:: ATLATITINE QAT 10+ AT 147

Lama@-::
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?aj jaw sonad masredza ?ajasfalgowm lazzih lijjunat now
baljjunatu masarat jasradannal jann lijjunat labalabetu inagraowalahu balabatu
katosmama jann nagar aksopt ?adrigo jihedal. ?aj lijjunatun ?alsmamam jomil
kohonoa dogmo tomalso mat’gjok’ jitflal issu. imismamabot silohona now 2amt’to
birrun josot’aw.
Witness-No, the same document does not need proof. He explains the difference
to me, I tell the difference to the owner, if the owner agrees, he will accept it
and move to the next step. If he says no, he may ask again. But he paid the

money because he agreed.

ACQ 87. m0F- hharen @ A1t W77 4507000 NC tn@EA AThéAD- (Lir @8- 1@~

PHATITID- JOTI° ATINPING® LCLC AALLAT?
t’abak’a —?asmac’iw sinagrut thenn 450,000 {i birr tot’sjk’ual inkifal silu wadijaw

naw jotosmamaw minm lomask’anas dirdir ?aladoragom.

prosecutor When you told to the owner, we were asked to pay 450,000 birr did not negotiate
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for any reduction?

PWA 87. A2 v °0N0C - AT AAOWTO-0I° Av-7
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- issun ?alastawsowm ?ahun

Witness -I do not remember this now

ACQ 88. mF- ALO @ (vt9°
t’oabok’a —?ajastawsum
Attorney- Don't you remember?
PWA 88. A2 v °ahC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness- Yes

ACQ 89. m0F- N19°¢h AOG-C AL PP 7U+I°T (A KA AN ? &FII° £9° AA AhA 10 091, PNG - 1@-
ATHY
PTALR PPTTDy LD Ple?

t’oabok’a —-Bogumruk ?asorar laj waga jomitomn lela ?akal ?als fittofa dogmo lela ?akal now
nzih jotalsjajju mahonatfown jawk’alu?
Attorney-Is there anyone else who estimate prices on customs? Is the inspection done by
Some one else? Did you know that these are differe?
PWA 89. A2 v °0hC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness - Yes

ACQ 90. m0P- A NAM T A5 10 NADGA?
t’abak’a —?ato balat’s jofittafa saratenna now bilowal?
Prosecutor - You said that, Ato is Belete customs detective worker?
PWA 90. A2 v °0hC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness -Yes

ACQ 91. m0F- P2 +977 (&7 ONT hELAIP

t’oabak’a —-Kowaga tomann budn wist’ 2ajdslom

Prosecutor- He is not in custom duty calculator group, is he?
PWA 91. A2 v °00C - ALLAT

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2ajdolom

Witness -He is not

ACQ 92. mNF- &A@ TL8AL 1@ DN aPDHT @-OT 1O-?
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t’abak’a -Fittofaw madalaj now wajs magazon wist’ now?
Prosecutor- Is the check in the field or in the warehouse?
PWA 92. A2 v °0OhC - 9°DHT 0T 10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Magazon wist’ now

Witness - In the warehouse

ACQ 93. m0F- avpl7 @o-07?
t’oabok’a -Magazenu wist’?
Prosecutor- In the warehouse?
PWA 93. AL v °ahC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness - Yes

ACQ 94. mNP-0AHY AhPD K71L10 PLLP DL HZh(VE TINT 102 avpHy O-AT aPDHE PRLP DL 10
ALEA NPAPT LANKNT?
t’abak’a —Silezzih ik’aw indagaba jodarak’ wadabu tarskbot magazon wist’ jask’amt’al,
mogazanu jadarak’ wadabu now ?ajdal? bak’alwot jiglas’ulpn?
Attorney : So you mean the port is delivered as soon as it arrives? The warehouse is
a dry port Can you explain verbally ?

PWA 94. A2 v °ahC - AP

?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- 2awo

Witness - Yes

ACQ 95. m0P-0AHY aPBavsP hP®<7 LLP MLA TLhNFA?
t’abok’a —Silazih mad3zomarija ik’awn darak’ wadab torskbotal?
Prosecutor- So, does the dry port have it the item?
PWA 95. A2 v °0hC - Ah 10+
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Likk now

Witness -Correct

ACQ 96. m(F- At APA £71HT @14 4D ALLLITND: (1548 FOILT 10+ R7LLLCID- ?
t’oabak’a —?ato ?ajalo dingotona fittafa tofotfo sijadegagt’sw sonadu laj mindin now
jomijadorgow ?
Prosecutor-Ato Ayele, after the emergency inspection accomplishe the task what does in
the document?
PWA 96. A2 v °aNC - TTU+9° LRCANTH
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- Mahtab jadorgbotal

Witness - Will make it a stamp

XXXiii




ACQ 97. mN#- &A@~ +hhd 1@+ LA TIWHI° LRCANI AT WAHY TTUt 1rh41 (AA 10+ P99.0ND- Z P D+
t’abak’a —Fittofaw tikkil naw sil mahatab jadargbatal , silozih mahatob katodaragabat
bohuala now jomiwat’aw ik’aw?
Prosecutor- When the search is accurate then the stamp will be made. So, the material
will be out after the stamp is made
PWA 97. A2(L v °0hC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir- ?wo

Witness - Yes

ACQ 98. mNF- &£71E &4+ AlI2AmFA TINT 10+
t’oabak’a —Dingaton fittofa ?arogagt’otal malat now?
Prosecutor - An emergency inspection has coffirmed?
PWA 98. A2 v °ahC - AlIAMFA
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?arogagt’otal

Witness - Confirmed

DQ1%. (0+hAati P20 aPAPAT TEE)- hPD- ¢80+ aPHT D-AT 10 NAYA? LLP OLA AT ALFhts:
AL2IMPH TNt 10-?
Jotokassaf mask’slapna t’ijjak’e - ik’aw jotoragofow mogazon wist’ now bilohal ? dorak’
wadob inna inspectoru ?aragagt’swal malat now?
Question of the defendant - You said that the item is delivered in the warehouse? Did
the Port and inspectorconfirm the item?
PWA. A2 v °ahC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?awo

Witness - Yes

DQ 2 (N+had 240 aPOPAT TEE) - £V TINTE AT0FNTS 10+ 04140« TINT 1D-?
Jotokassaf mask’alonna t’ijjak’e - Jih malst inspektoru now jaragefow malat now?
Question of the defendant - does this means that the inspector is unloading the
item?
PWA. A2 v °00C - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?2awo

Witness - Yes

DQ 3 (0+0AT P40 PaPAT TEE) - L1807 hINERTC A1157 BTAN?

Jotakassaf mask’slopna t’ijjak’e - Jaragafown inspektor linargun jit{tfilalu?

9 Question of the defendant
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Question of the defendant - Can you tell us the name of the inspector who was
unloading the item?
PWA. AP v °ahC -  AAOTO-0@-9°
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?alstawsowm

Witness -I do not remember him

DQ 4 (At ebsN aeabAT TEE) - ALOT (1P
Jotokassaf mask’alonnpa t’ijjak’e - ?ajastawsutm
Question of the defendant -Does not remember it?
PWA. AP0 v °ahC - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-2awo

Witness - Yes

DQ 5 (+hah 2420 aehpAT TE) - LAhD( O-FhAT PPLN a2aPAT TPE) okay A7e hAd AGI T HIE.
P74 W& T ALDP & TAN?
Jotokassaf mask’alonna t’ijjak’e - Okay ?and ik’a lofittafa zigdzu mahonun fottafu indet
lijawk’ jitftflal?
Question of the defendant -Okay How the cotroller does know an item is ready for
check up?
PWA. A2 v °ONC - @ AH 0 F AL ANTRHC AN (92N aPOt €77 &1 PTG
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-Jaw izza bota laj inspecteru ?allo bomaralst masarat jann fittofa
jaksnawnal

Witness - At that place there is inspector, based on his order the test will cary out.

DQ 6 (Nt+had e20 avaPAT TLE) - (AThAT PPLN aPAPAT TEE) A TNENTS Lav-d TINT 10-PAND-?
Jotokassaf mask’slonna t’ijjak’e - Botokassaf jok’araba mask’slona t’'ijak’e_ inspectoru
jimeral malat now jalkow?
Question of the defendant -Did you say the inspecter is referring?
PWA. A2 v °00C - AP
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?2awo

Witness - Yes

DQ 7(0+nad 240 aeabAs T0E) - (-HnAh PPLN POPAT TEE - 271000 T ECI° DRI° PR, I°7 I°7
Ptdd 10 Lah@-?
Jotokassa| mask’slonna t’ijjak’e - Jemimarabat form wojm k’is’s’u min min jakattal
naw jalkow?

Question of the defendant -What does the form contains?
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PWA. AP v9 °0hC - AN D-OD-9° Au-T
?ak’k’abi higg misikkir-?alastawsm ?ahun

Witness - I do not remember it now

N8FTF eLN - eGP aomPP AATLFA oPmPP LTLLATTT T1C NNE W' WY AT4Y ARLAT® @f A
LMEERFM- i1 AuY 0P&T U ALTATET NTLHLNC ARCA NTLMPIPPT AYAC ATV hLLAT DL NAD- DLIP
hm0P@- OC PnCP NANPT Pl @ PREOT NPT LMLHTFD-::

Moarto mat’ajok’ silommitftfal mat’sjok’ jommifalgutn nagar bagils’ ihe indih indih ?ajdslom
waj bilow jit'sjk’uatfow. ?2ahun jok’s’s'un jizot ijandandun komizarozr lasirsiwo
komit’ak’'mwot ?ans’ar indih ?ajdelom wej bilow wejm kot’sba’aw gar momkar kalabwo
moakrow t’jak’e bak’at’ta jit’ajk’uatftfow

Since it is possible to ask leading questions, ask him clearly what want to ask.As an
alternative of listing each content of the form, If you ask in terms of a benefit you will get

it, and if you need advice from a lawyer, ask them for advice.

@f 14 havavit (&t AvBhtéd OLH PULLATAARNT ECav: IO 10+ GHE o000 hUPr?
Wado fittafa komameratu bafit inspectoru wadaza jomijastalalfubat formu mindin
now jizatu jomijastawsut kahona?

Before the item has been sending to the detection, do you remember the content of

the form used by the inspector?

ANOTDOI° AU-T?
?alastawsowm ?ahun

Does not remember now

- hf0Jo-(tg°
?ajastawsum

Does not remember it? ;. i
- AK®
2wWo

Yes

- P24P ML (1T AS WINTRTS AP PTLLNAONTT 0718 PO PA? R114GA?

- Jadarak’ wadab sarratona inna insipectoru ik’a jommirokobubatn jawk’alu?
Jinegrunal?
Do you know how the dry warehouse operator and the inspector take over goods?

Will you tell us?
- AP TP
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?algobanm t’jak’ew

I do not understand the ques

NG+ 01 2849 LA avpHY (TG I 1P 019°%h AT TC APPTT HhO@D- 0LNTFD-T ¢
LWt

Kofttofa bafit jodorok’ wodab moagazan sarratopam hona jogumruk insipector
ik’awot(tfin torokbow joraseatfown sira jisoralu
Before the detection, the operator of dry port warehouse as well as the customs

inspector after they take over goods do their own job.
ah 1o
Likk now

That’s right

OL&+A NTINtANSTFD- (& ¢
Wadb fittafa komastalalofatfow bafit

Before trsfered to the detection
Ah 1o~
Likk now

That’s right

QALY A%77 P7L0G0HT U3 PO-Phe DL 10-? 09+ QU-AHT
Silozzih ihenn jomisarubst huneta jawk’alu woaj naw ? jonnasun johulatun
So I said do you know how they work two of them?
- WP@ REGN 70 BIPEATN aP PR RAAN
ik’a jirragofal inspectoru jimoralotal mat’to jifottifal
the item is unloading, the inspector direct to the custom chcker and he cheks the

item

PL:9° 20 % P91LAAD- 19vaPL LM< aP(LA NADGTA
Kidm 20 percent jomifotofow bomomarijaw masarat bilowal
Previously you said that the proof of 20% is being tested according to the

guideline?

hP
?awo

Yes

AAHY 20 % 240 80 % ALLAN ARYE 10 e TINFANET T ALATAASN ACAP OHA TCA
ARTET aPPON W8T 10+ RFAT? ALNNLIO?
Silozzih 20 porsont tofotfo 80 porsont sajfotaf lijjunat now bilo mastalalafun,

sijastalalf irswo bazit| parsent lijjunatun moak’k’abal indet now jatfalut ? ?ajkabdim?
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Therefore, it is not difficult to say that there is a difference by checking 20% o the

itme, how did you come to trust in this situation? isn't it difficult?

Normally A$@-9° AwE +70 10CE ¢H7HH ALLAI® APD- 70 10+ AR hevt AT OOV ARTT
AT O-O0D AT 747 Thhd QAP £77 SUA TIAT O-QNA0 ALLCANT PTLFA T1C 209°:: PPPA
20% 100 (.7 20 N7&A £2A Tt 1@<:: QAHY 2007 0P PHY T1C A% L9° P02&N ARYT 10-::
POZLA ARTF TINT $PC TIDP LTULTAD- TIC 1D+

normali ik’awm ?ajnatu tinnif nabar, jotonzaza ?ajdelom ik’aw tinnif naw. ?ajnatu
?arat ?ajnat, sost ?ajna sastawsow ?ahun k’ut’run tikkil balhonm, jan jahl malst
wisbisb lijadargbat jemmit(t{il nagar jolom. jajowal 20 parsent 100 bihon 20 bandil
jajal malat now. silozzih 20 win kajo jozzan nagor ihe dogmo jobandil lijjunat now.

jobandil lijjunat malat k’ot’ro mawak’ jemmit{tfilow nagar now.

Normally the item was small. I remember that the itme was the four or three types, I
don't know the number right now but nothing could be more complicated. He sees
20% o the item, if the item is 100, he will see 20 of them. So if he sees 20, that's the
difference between the two. The difference in bundle is something that can be

counted.

Annex 2

Murder Casel, the 1st Defendant Statement

Questions by Judge

Answers by accuse

JQL1. AZL% -HhAaT
?andan tokassaf
First defendant

JQ2. 07EAT Ao JAN?
wanid3d3slun fas’s’imawtal

Did you commit the crime?

DA1.A0T
?abet
yes !
DA2. @7EA- T4.R %A
wonidzd3zelu tofos’s'mual

The crime was committed

XXXViii
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JQ 3. P4AF 127? DA3. 1415 1% U7

t’fatonna nowot t'fatopa nann gin
Are you guilty? I am guilty, but
JQ 4. P45 hLLRAI™? DA4. 7415 heLAV-9°
t'fatonna 2ajiddslum t'fatonna ?ajiddslohum
Are you innocent? I am innocent
JQ 5. A9°7?
lomn
Why DA5. P45 AT °N70T P @& LTNCALET ROLLT -

ASC ARIAINCT AP Ao-Po- AN AL AT78LLT

t'fatanna jalhonkubboat mikinjat jaw woado betokristian #jjohedn now.?adar la?agolgilot ijjohedn,
sowwijow kabas laj iniddowoaredn
The reason I am not being guilty, we are going to church, immediately after we get

Off the public transport or bus, the man said that....

Linguistic Event Before the Crime, Reported by the 1* Defendant

The dead The guilty
Q6.2378, 1 hao 0 f-U hA'7 DAG6. AMANhC Lao0T? hiN1o-:
iniddet ?amafatfhu ?alan igzi?abher jimmasgon ?alnow
He said good evening we answered, praise be to God
Q7. 08t 1w PI° 1451 h7 DA7 . @& LTACNLP7 AN 10
Wadet now jommithedut ?alon wad bet Kirstian ?alnow
He said Where are you going? We said, to the church.
Q8.AC N7 A DAS./C PA°79° £9°°7 AIC 10+ N'70A@-
Birr sit’un ?ala birr jollonm jomn birr new sinnlow
He said give us some money? We said we have no money, what’s money?

Q9.43-N0, P77 avd 4.8 P PP NIC  DA9. Tiid £A79° NI Aw-
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Jrav@A -y ha ars jallonm sinnlow

Iatakst jommihon massafaria jommrhonan we have told him we do not have

birr tammat’allatftt{ihu 2als

He said, you will give me the money for a taxi

C10.A5 71 A%1CT aovpony K78, DQ10. 478 T 10 9°7 AL PA 10 P95V oot ¢-T

Jo-PATFU AP T AGo-PY Ko7 978 Yo- PI° AT O TA®-
S P (L7 LATA hA

innants loammapnotf maloman ind31 indet now min ?ajnat k’al now jommitinnagarow
moast’at jot tawk’allatftfihu lommanotf ?annawk’ih ?attawk’sn minnidnow jommitlow
monafk’an brhonu jisat’alu ?als. Sinnilow

You beggars, you don’t know giving the Wwe said that, how do you say? what a bad
the money, but you know only begging, word you are saying? we do not know

If he a heresies, will give the money. you , you do not know us, what are

you talking about?

During the Crime Reported by the 1 Defendant
The Innocent The Guilty

PhR11.0.F 9°7 AV FavmAp & 1 PHo DPhR11.A%7 Moo -tav A, 77815

54 10 R8T Pan )y SA@-7 R7L9°19° -HhAahe Sa0-7 e+
bak’k’a min ?abbah tamat’allsh bajazew inen simatan tomollife innidsgena dullawn
dulla new inen jomattap. innidomminm tokkalakje dullawn jazkubat
He said, enough what you will do? When he hit me, then again I catch the
Then he hit me, with the stick in it stick just as well.

DPhR12. NLH®- N7awiMmd $-Aa-7 1nPhT 5 CEAY 0L ECA@- AL 77 L8awJ0--T
Sijzow sinmonat’at’ak’ dullawn nat’t’skut tonad3zdzalohu wads d3erbaw laj inds mattahut
when I catch and get rid of, I grabbed the stick, I was angry and scolded him on the back

The strategy of keeping from the Crime
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Replacing once own by other
DRp 13. @& ANTF®: 4L : ANF@: 174 ool 19T 4o PAO-FA AT A% 10 Dl ¢
wado issatfow hede, issatfow bot’t’fi mattow goftrow t’ilowwutal inna ihe new kezu
He went to him, he slapped him and through him to the ground, and this is the case.
Replacing Emotion with Statements
DRpl4. A5 A@-Ca+ AT 9% 0l A 175 A9°7? 9°N7.0-19° 4 AET Ay : AQT 07190, A0 A0

TS Nedow G0 BT ALLI° AT LHFANLT O ALY AA: “P0-F Jor-::

inna kasswjew ?ammuamuat jamotkut ine nanp, lomn? Miknijatum 4 lidzdzot| ?allupp, ?abbat fimagle
?abbat ?2allenpn, mata kac’c’sloms ?ajnu inkuan ?ajajm inna betosoben battine izzih 2allohu malot now.

And I am the dead, of the person who died, why? Because I have 4 children, father

Fianl Questions by the Judge

JQ15. ACAH 9°779° 11C AN LHY° 10C DA15. A% (1AL, ¢ e Po- pA NF 10-
irso minm noagar ?aljazum nabbar A C PA - ? CUNT
ine boidzdze jejazkut jaw t’la bitftfa now
?ac’c’ir t'ila now jojazkut
Only I hold®™° the umbrella in my hand, I

hold a short umbrella

JQ16. %1 ¢ hi\ PH-I° DA16. 9°79° hA PHNY°
mokuamija ?aljazum minm ?aljazkum
You have not taken a stick? I have not any

Murder Case 1 the 2nd Defendant Statement
Linguistic Event Before the Crime Reported by the 2

JO17. -0 -*hA'd DA17. Al

hulato tokassaf ?abet

>0 Expression with doubt
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Second defendant yes !
JQ18. @ 7EA7 LA awPA hALAov-Y° DA18. AALAI°0-9°
dirggrtun fas’s’imowal ?alfos’s’omum ?alfas’s’amkum
Did you commit the crime or not? I didn’t commit the crime
JQ 19. A78,
inndet DA19. P+ A4V aonhdy® 19 +77 LT

AS
How? 0VLANCALLGTTT Cld-dad 1o-: @& 2:00

NI°GI°7 COLSA: AT 074L A0
AL Ao T DCOL LT 1

PI°G Ll :

0J-nd, a75%00 L5 % IaMe-: 0o L

jaw ingdith maskaram 19 k’an betatftfin inna

bet kirstijanatftfin jotorarak’s now wada 2:00
s9?at

komnamn jaskedal lalit sinnhed leba

ijjastfogaran izzaw beto kirstijan now
jominnadrew

kotaksr indalow guadonpaje bizzaw sinwrd

119%™ September, our home and our church far
apart,

it took more than 2:00 hours, when we go to
the

church in the mid night thieve threaten us,

therefore we

> Expression of doubt
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choose to stay at the church whole Night.

As my friend said when we get off the taxi

Describing the Innocent
Ds20. A% A8 hllé- LH.A: E776% LA Tar
idzdzulaj kozora jizual, d3unfo jallow now
he hold a stick with a metal on bottom his hand

Linguistic Event Before the Crime

Q21. A789°7 PATU- hQ7 A21. AM.ANhC oo 17 hi\1m-:
indomn walatft{hu ?alon igzi?abher jimmasgon ?alnow
He said how was your day? we answered, praise be to God

Q22. AJ-10, ANh, L avl av'i e, 1o- A22. Re AT RTWT ATTOATYNT

N7 LIAMT A o E9e 790 NAAAT 10 @790

AN

AT T AM-T TIC PO AAT

lotaksr iski wade marr mohede now ?aj kallon inkuan innsat’halon

sannitim sit’un innanto moatfem minm silalelon now wandim

?alku

lommanot(tf jommitsat’ut nagor jollo ?alon

he said, give me a penny for a taxi Brother If we have the
money,

I am going to Meri (name place) will give you, but we do not
have

beggars, you do not have anything to offers.
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CR23. AG ARG %7 00 F0° A71.L AL T1C M6 P42 10

inna guadannajen tolo tolo innihid ihe nager zare k’idame now,

And I asid to my friend let us go here quickly to day is Saturday.

PS24. PAT0- WFAT AU<T & TC ALPCANT 10- AAWT AT ROV AT1L

AADT AT 7L

t’ilonow sinnifof ?ahun dogmo tfigr lifot’ribn now ?alkut inna ibakh innihid ?alkut
inna sinnihed
I told him that we were hurring, now he is causing us a problem, I said please let us
go and when we go
RH24. 1A 37215 Lovyonn P Q. Tao 3™y @107 av) av)y ha:
Kahuala indagona jimanac’acak’alu timetan wagoben mattan mattan ?als
Behind of me they grab each other and he said he hit me.
Res25..Tam A0S 4-Aa-7... @& A0 APCA 77 @LAA RLTT 0L bl 1. halr

AT K717 Aol
I

tomallaskuna dullawn.... wede issu sik’arb jann wadohuala ithenn wadafit hid ?alku
inna intin ?2alkut

I went back again, the stick ... when drawing closer to him, I said that one hold back
and this one go ahead and I said to him"~%>

FR26. Ml (1534 10 “2+C 278 4L Nl KbP QLB L L& AT B4 PAET (oo -

o LP:

kozza bahuala 10 metr inds heds kasre dok’ik’a sajk’oj hede inna c’nik’k’ilatun
simataw waddak’s

Then after he walked 10 meters, away a minute later he went and hit his head, he

2 UNS- Unstated statement
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failed to the ground

ALL A7LIG TAGLPT 104 (M NNA T LLANT AAD: AT & AA: 7 044
AN ARLET 154 ootz (194 (ool

Sthed inddogona tosafariwot| nabboru bazza bokkul oras dirasulp ?alku inna k’uk’u sil
kozza bohuala libbis ?adarragut baddula simatut, bat’t’fi stmatut

When he was going again, there were passengers on the otherside and I asked them
to help me, then they surrounded him, again they hit him with the stick and they

slapped him.

hz 7 PoRP a7 ATINIANT 1L 0L TNY° (T R0 N BT AT0T: RTT5A
APT oot &P A5 A7215 7700 PAV e PAP LT hd: P0P 2T OC
2L 0L A7R1T ANNT0- LLAAT OA: AT OGT77 117 W79
A0z

ine jan jowaddok’swn lomansat nabbar wads hakim bet tolo bejje intin
lomalat,inddals sawotft| stmatut dogmo ine indogona jopolis jallah bijje
t'ibok’k’awot| ?allu t’ibak’k’awot(tfu gar hedkup, sihed indagona ibakat(t{ihu
dirasulinn sil, inpa siratftfinn titon 2anhedm ?alun

I

AU7 DAAR Poom- AP 104 9°777 10 0L, T avf P Yo 9°7F Vo -
AAY T4 00T Ao o LBNTA NALY Z°A0 LATAT OA:

?ahun kohualaje jomatu
Now, there were people came from behind, they said what is going on here, where

you go, what’s happen to you? I said someone was hurt, get the police, please!

A ACO ALY o8 A ARY POP 2T IC KRG L-T AT hA™y A7 A1
A0 AG A7 078 Z°A0 AT 7T AN0T nCrro- LHO-ATY oom: ..

balu irso izzih k’uc’c’ belu izzih t’ibbak’awot(t| gar inpa hedsn innamat’alon ?alup,

?and
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set polis inna ?and wand polis hulatt polisotft| t'artow jizowilp moat’t’u...

They said all writs you seat here with the guards, we would go and brought them,

and they called two police officers, one women and one man.

Muder Case 1 Defendant’s Witness Testimony

Leading Questions Answers
PL1. £4%, DWAL. 0.
Daradzdze ?abet
(name Of defence Wittness- Dereje) yes!

PL2. 1007 Ao-PPAV: NAYA Adh,

naArJo-do- 1IC ASCE 0L HCHC
AL CI WOCRATY

tokassafn ?awk’awallohu bilshal iski silommtawk’aw

nagor lofrird betu zarzzor ?adrigsh ?2asirradaln

You said you know the defendant DWA2. (10A-k: $492 +7 1o- (119 :
2008 7@ Explain to the court About the case a4 9° 197 Akl 12:30
A0, ro-:: €0

ov-(, HAP A €0 d.ad MAMINT7
hQg:

Az DARE R OC Fha, L6 Jha,
Aov €H

APmOTh 10C::

basa?atu k’idame k’sn naw b 19, 2008

naw. moaskaram 19, sa?atu 12:30
?akkababr.

K’ass mogas zaliok’s inna k’ess falok’s

barzat’t’agebatfn ?allofu. ine
koguadonpaje
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gar taksi jizze, takst lomajaz ijot’t’sboku
nabbara.
The time, it is Saturday 19, 2008 E.C,
Priest
Mosses Zeleke and Priest John Passed by
our
Side, I take a taxi with my friend, I was
waiting for a taxi
JT3. &°XV7 We A& C (85T
dims’ihn koff ?adirg (dannot()
laud your voice (the judges) DWAS. 1A 107 Add MAm10F7

A PAG

A7L 54 el Ao AT Fo A9
Am7 ALAF: AP TTIE T NMAmIVF®: Add: NAMIVT? Adé. TA0E AT
A7L 7 1 8 ?UTC LPSTA WS (RA: 4N9° PA-T7 €O oo-(T (154 oo Fo-:
ol 1C ha. £ AL PFo- AA SA07 PH-T : SA07 CHo-T Aovyopr T
Ao e Lo oL il Ao- -FANANN: Ao+ hA0AN 02A AT 407
MLER ¢ MCHhY: 7 a0T oom: M oG oo -1 ¢ LHo- 0L TD9° 01
29 A1 AL77
Yo PPV

ba?at’agebat(tfin ?allofu, ba?at’agobat(tfin sijalfu ?and dulla jojaza sow
ijjotonaggoratftfow santim sit’un ijalatfow ijjotonaggorat{tfow ba?at’agobat(tfow
?allofs, barat’agobatftfow ?2allefs tollalofu, inna ?and 7,8 metr jihonal koheda
bahuala rozom jalutn k’ess Mosses badulla mattatfow, kazza zorr ?alu diggami
lidogmat(tfow sil dullawn jazut stmanac’c’ik’ut ?abrow tojajzow waddok’u, kozza sow
tosobasaba katasabasoba bahuala innpa k’arban, kaguadannaje gar nabbarkun,

polisotf mat’t'u,kozza mokina mat’t’a tajajzow wads hakim bet hedu basa?atu ihenn

xlvii




now jajjohut.

They passed by our side, When they are passing by our side, the man with a stick
talk to them and he said give us money, he passed by them. He passed by our side,
they go over, then after he was going about 7, 8 meters, he smoted Priest Mosses
with the stick, then Priest Mosses turned, when he tried to repeat again Priest
Mosses grabbed the stick, then they failed down together. Then people crowd of,
after the people gathered, we were closer, I was with my friend, the police officers
came, then came the car, then they went to together to the hospital, On that

moment I saw all these.

JT4. P4 A P PE ATV (Judge) DP4. ¢4 £AY° (n(lF)
Jok’k’ara ?alls t'ijjak’e ?allatft{ihu jok’k’ara jollom (t’sbak’a)
Is there any missing, Do you have none remaining (prosecutors)

Questions (judge)

JT5.8%77 10 £9° Jo-Po- DWAS. “7%7
ihenn now jommitawk’aw mann
Do you know all this? Who?

JT6.4%°77 1@ PI°No-Pm- AhV+7

P-r1Cha-7 DWA6. A2 AY77 1o+ P lo-P -
ihenn now jommitawk’sw ?ahun ?awo ihenn now jommawk’sw
jotonagarkawn
Do you know only write now what you said? Yes, that is all I know
PL7. ATi, &LEK, DWA7.AMT

i{1 dorodzdze ?abet
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Call the name Dereje
PL8. 7T (19°7 9°02.0T 1 100-

P TA®- AU-7 Alh,
APOALOTm-

Muatf bomn miknjat mots now
jet’t’st’a
jommitlow ?ahun iski

What is cause of deceased died?

thought he

insulted

JT9. 9°7 AL oLt
min laj waddak’u

Where he fell down?

yes

DWAS. 72 ¢9°ta@- o000 Par P

LavAAS A MOA:: 9°07.01:9°

M4 AT Qa5 1P LHo- To-
PoLEl: AT Cav-l: PIC PAY° AL To-
2T - Pov -

muatf jomoto jommimaslegn, jaw

jimaslonal, miknjatum ijjesaddabatfow

nabbarg, inna simmanac’c’ik’ut tajajzew
new jowwadak’ut, inna jommatut nagor
jollom issu now jomottatfow.

It seems me the deceased died, I

drunk and intoxicated, because he

them, and as they quarrelled they failed
down and nothing happened to him the
deceased smoted Priest Mosses
DWAOS.ANGAT AL,

?asfalt 1aj

On the asphalt
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Murder Case 2 Defendant’s Testimony

Line 1

RELE FERWAY No-mE  NFTF Y07 FOCEFA TIC 7 AR 0AMODT AS
OALANT 2718 hePTée OB (WP 7L 10 PHLAPD-::

Dirggitu tofos’m“al. bowt’etu koftonpa hazen tosomtoppal nogor gin ine
balasonkut inna balfolokut mongod, kok’ut’t’ire wic’c’ bohono mongod now
jotofas?omow

The action was done. By the result I felt great sadness, but it was
accomplished in a way that I couldn't have imagined and wanted and in

a way that is beyond my control.

Line 2

170, 21/2008 4.9° Aev70t Né- HATICE 0040 0F O-am7 (@A N77A0-P@-
S 0+ 7T 170 FFo- APT CAMNPh-T AG hePrs O PP
LTI h&D VeOTET PULAITT LCLT ROTTT INCH

Nohaso 21/2008 ?a.m lomongist sira tosomartfebst banoborow bota bawsit’u
bowulu bomalawk’ buna bot, mannostatfown bomalawk’sw sowot/t[
jalt?obokut inna kok’ut’t’ire wic’c’ johono dingotonpa ?adoga  Hijwoten
jommifotaton dirgit ?agat’monn nobor

August 21, 2008, where I was engaged in a government work, in a bar, I
never knew inside, by the people I do not know who they are unexpected
and beyond my control accident, I faced the accident that challenged my

life.

Line 3

We07  ATVFLE RS Nt PadmPTiT avalf ANTINTImP @LAL O+hah-0t
AAT S @107 AG  A.LNLNT €Il TTrET PM0P@ (@ KRET (ovFT
fLATNN @om T FhhEA: :

irasen lomatrof inna mongist jastat’ok’opn mossarija lalomasnot’ok’ wodolaj
botokoskubot so?at jizon ijjotagolopnn inna sidodbopn jonoboro manninotun
jomalawk’ew sow id3zdzen simotann jaltasobo wit’et tokostval.

To save myself and not to disarm the government-equipped weapon when

I shot up an unexpected incident occurred when a stranger a man was




holding me, beating me and hit my hand.

Line 4

TR <.né. e home, W75 Ao N

- A0 AA1LANI® :

Togoda jotobalow gillosob inna g“adoppotfu bok’ssok’ssut hukata mot’fo
?agatami ind3i ?asbe inna honbije sow ?algadolkum

The man who was injured it was an unfortunate incident caused by his

friends, I did not deliberately kill a man

Line 5

pvio . 0GB W0 AT OPT W6 W 0F odn W0 & ALt

tPoophr (L& AN ht@aT LEd 03A AA ANTEF A0 oo

Hultoppa wodo buna bet sigoba hulot sowotftf noboru koza wodowist?
gontftfe fit lo fit tok’omot’ku bira ?azozkupn kotowoso dok’ika bo hvala lele
sostonpa sow mot’t’a.

Second - there were two people when I enter to the bar and then I sat
down in front of them and I ordered a beer, and after a minute, the third

one came.

Line 6

0@ (A% At APmPoe AGTHT7 P9LLALE N LALA Eav/:

Bizum sajk’oj irs borsatftfew ijjotonogagoru  jotolojaju sidbotftfn mosdob
dzemmoru, botoloj hvala jogobaw bidzdzu milkit ijjot’ck’omo  innatn
jomijas’ojf sidb jissadob jomoro.

Soon they began talk to each other, especially the one who came later,

and began to insult my mother by sign of his hand.

Line7

Kozza k’malam tigre bisbis wojjane jomilu inna jotolojaju sidbotft[in

ijjosodabopn nobbor




Then they were insulting me, nasty, dirty wayane

W NIT DATAATE NG NP PR Al ANTATFEE fTewis o

hovst Hint @09 P ait A0 AT7AAPT N7VETFO9° A LRCm RAFHI°

Line 8 | Kozza innosun silomalawk’atftfow inna innosum jawk’uppal bijje
silomalgomt, jommajawk’utn sow komorot tonosto mossadebm hono mozat
?agbab indalhons binogratfowm lijak’k’urt>u ?altftfalum
After that I don’t know them and I don't expect they know me, I told
them to stop insult me but they could not quit, even though it was unfair
to insult and threaten a stranger.

Line 9 hiv 0AL ASm47A7 @LI° ATm4A7 AP 6hé: 114 APTHNN0 %L Ak Ok7
APE Agco-a)t AANNDT PI0L0T LA W& e A°10TF AATF hodE ATS HINE
WA vt AEET hM9CC PHT G
Kozzi bolaj innat’ofahalon wojm int’t’ofalon ijjalu  fokkoru, nogoru
jjetobabaso  sihed ine betun Iok’ik’k’e  lomowit’t’at stlasobkunn
jonobborobippin  hisab kofijje bomnosabot so?at kosostu ?andu tonasto
kohvalaje hulot id3zdzotftfen ?at’t’amro jazonn
After that they threaten me and they said we will either destroy you or
we will lose, as things got worse, I Planned to leave the house, and I
paid a charge, one of the three got up and grabbed my two hands.
UAE LA Hinto P4 NCE ANPa ook Qe PINL@- PHALE A1ATT

Line 10 | A§ avJ@+f £2H NCA AT 300 AIC HCLOF %8¢

Hulottu dogmo bot’fi boirgic’c’a bobok’s mottupn, bokise jonobborown
jotalgjjaju sadodotftf inna motawok’ija jojazo borsa inna 300 birr zorfowipnn
hedu.

Two of them got up and slapped me, punched me, they stolen my wallet

with the various documents and 300 birr and they went.




Line 11

An QL fe @LP KOMM, T h POF- IC PTLLLLNNT PO MAINLD: L7
PoOPH ALA 1Mo AT L6 N1 RTLIS Hie PHY

Pannidu isko moc’orrofa ijjotaggolo ijjogofottoro wodo bankoni sir ?asgobann
kozza ijjotaggoln ijjoweddok’n salo mossarijaje woddok’s ?aggat’ami hono
kok’sbotoje gar jomijajazbet mojaza silonobborow k’odme jomojazz iddil
got’t?’omonn issun jizze sinnosa zollo jazonp.

The one pushed me to the bottom of the bunny and he struggling to the

end, then, while we were fighting, my weapon dropped

Line12

oeA el (AhAL@: P PRATI YBAT ATLLECAAT Aevibh ATPhC AHFO-
Tt ®LAL Hbha 1IC 17 NPmLAP ATE TLAF RIL4tavd 19°FA-:

Bozzih ?agat’ami indomajlok’opnn inna mosarijajen lomont’t’ok’ ijotagolonn
mohonun saj wodolaj tokuffe bo?akababiw jallu jos’ot’t’ita hajlotftf
indidorssulinpn lomotokkos simokkir ?abzzappaw t’ijjit wado laj totokkuso
nogor gin bomoc’c’orofawa ?and t’ijjit indotomotta gommitftfalohu.

In this situation I understand that the man is struggling to take my gun,
when I tried to shoot to get the security forces around me most bullets

were fired up but I guess at one point a shot was fired,

Line 13

MOP+ ¢tavd AAGPAATI IC °N7EI° TLT AAE AN APOLPT: APHI0TG
APFINT QA INL AL (1LY ADMNT, OL$ RiL1S £07. TANEA Anho-79°
oM@ ATEATTT $O- LFOPA

Bwak’tu jotomotta ?almossloppim nobor miknjatum t’4jt ?alk’o sal
jjjowodok’n , ijjotonssan inna ijjotagoln silonoboro mossarijaw wodk’o
indogona digami tosobabrval iskahunm mot’obok’ijaw indaltogopn jaw
jitawak?al

I didn't think he was hit at the time, because the bullets were gone, we

were falling, getting up and fighting, It is known that the gun has




damaged and the hammer is not yet founded.

Line 14

NG FCLE0EI BUTT aPAse NANTF 0F AP°PF ATLLLATI AAPSAU-T NOPE
00 (1230 L2 aoCLPTT AG AT ROIEPTT AP Poarm (7 oomIEfO-
ANTTTI:

Kibur firdbetum jihinn mosarija kallobot bota ?amt’ito indijajlipn
ilomnalohu, bowok’tu polis bonogataw hedo morfewotftfin inna lelotftf
?abariwotftfin lok?’mo jamot’a sihon mot’obbok’ijaw ?altogoppom.

I ask the honorable court to bring me this weapon from the scene, at
which time the police went and got the needles and other attachments

and the hammer was not found.

Line 15

hiy 034 A% A0LP A9 AT70-T A2M7. OFF 7009 NALLn 0Fag
boflet ZTANT oo t@ Al AMAT@-: :

Kozzih bohvala lidzdsu siwoadk’ inem bagoppohut ?aggat’ami wot’itftfe
polism silodoraso botoloj federal polisotftf mot’tow loinnosu sot’shutftfow.
After that when the boy fell down, I went out of my way, and the federal

police arrived, and I gave it to them.

Line 16

M0P+ WeH5F 14T AALLONT WEFF L9° ARLANT 14 AL TOATFR I04E
AT1E7 4% QAL APHC AAFADTS®

Bowok’tu koftonpa gudat silodorasobipnn koftoppa dom  ijjofosasopp  nobbor
libse toboslafto nobor, ?angoten motonn silonobar lomozor ?altftfalkum.

I was bleeding so badly that my clothes were wasted, I could not able

turn around because he had hit my neck

Line 17

0HAL HCLO®T% P45 APT OACI™ oo++o AA 10 ¢ 4T NALLONT
ADE7 avsanC AAFANTI® 10C: :

Botoloj zorfowinp johedut sowotftf bo irgic’c’a motowinn silonobor, gudat

liv




siladarasubinn sownoten mok’ot’at’or ?altftfalkum nobbor
Especially the people who robbed me they had hit me and they hurt me, I

couldn't control my body.

eHONSNY TNLAT HALYS wFodfm OFTEA RTSL0ENT ANTFA APANE

Line 18 | 10<: :
Jotowosodibnn  nibrototft/ botolojm motawok’ijaw  wondzel indajsorabot
?amliktftfe nobor
Properties had been taken me, particular, I reported to my department
that the ID card would not be criminalized.
NAMPAL 15 haofaole@m-9° (P77 av 7407 P71 ANAR “171rE 29194 (& 0TF
Line 19 A1 W ARSTER AALD SN0 ICAT LR@O0T Mhm LT

e

AN PI°TPNLD-T AET7 10 TN PIPLAND-: :

Borat’t’ok’alaj 1w komodzomorijam bihon monfosn jomijawku sob?awi
manninaten jomigafu sidbotftfin sodobupp, kozzam bimmas’onatftfowm
dobdibow zorofam fos’mowbinp iskomoc’orgfaw mosarijajen  lomont’ok?
ijotagolu bonoborabot jotofos’omo inna kok’ut’t’ire wic’c’ mohonun now
lomogles’ jommimokrow, then now malot jommifolgow.

Generally, 1st from the very beginning, they insulted me, disgust and
challenging my humanity. Then when I pleaded them, they beat me and
robbed me, so it was happened in the meantime that they were struggling
to get my gun and I'm trying to say that it is out of my control, that's all

I want to say.

Murder Case 3 Prosecutor Direct Examination Questions and Witness’s

Answer

Direct question and answer between the witness and the Themes recorded by General




prosecutor

Prosecutor

PQ1. 42N - AF o HS HhAT 01410 LCLT AeeOnc 1o+
Pyt AAPAT P77 10+ £LLID? P17 @4 \hET:

NJo7 spI°C AFGCLNE LNEANT

?ak’k’abe higg- ?ato mulu zare tokosa badorrogow dirgit
limosokkir now jomot’t’ahut bilowal mindin now jadorragow,
k’onun, worun, sa?atun, botawn c’immir lofrid botu
jasradduln

You said that: "I came to testify about what the suspect has
done. What has he done? Explain to the court the date,
month, time, and place

WA1. A20 A9 °00C - ¢+ Fvan 11 4+50- oC

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir-k’snu 4npaw wor tahsas 11

Prosecutor’s witness- December 11%

Not recorded

PQ2.APN - 9avt 9°vlrk
?ak’k’abe higg- ?amoto mihrotu?
Prosecutor- the year?

WA2. A20. a9 °00C - 2009 E.C
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir--2009 E.C

Prosecutor witness- 2009 E.C

Not recorded

PQ3.A20 - ALY 0F AL 9°7 Fhaty °7L7 10 9°FO-P@-?
?ak’k’abe higg- izzih bota laj min tokossoto? mindin now jom
mtawk’ow

Prosecutor- What did happen at this place? What do you
know?

WA3. A2l 1 °00C - P17 AT 713 WG 37 IC ANLT RemN7
IOAPTNHSGTT ICE 1CO PEA ATLAA @O-AT:: AIJMT, G0 OFL
aomt Lk ooq: &P QAT ACFUTTT 0ATS7TE TICT (LamPamd

0%t ALNT19°: ool P AAINC APt ALNTTIT° I0CE

Not recorded
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NA2M7, ¢Gh @L @-<p ®M: hee@-at &t 17 §F37 h1% 0C
AN oo I0C::

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir--jozzan ilot mata koBelachew gar
?abron ijjot’st’t’an, ijjotoznanan nobor gorba hotal imibal
wist’. ?agat’ami Yonas wodo mot’ot’ betu mot’t’a k’uc’c’
bilon ijjotoznannan bo?and ?and nogorotf baso?atu
?ajsimamum nobbor. muzik’a silonabbor sic’c’ok’ac’c’ok’u
?ajjssmmam nobbor. ba?aggat’ami Yonas wado wic’c’i wot’t’a.

komowt’atu bofit gin Belachew igru sir ?asgobtot nobbors.

Prosecutor’s witness - We were having alcohol with
Belachew that night. We were having fun at what is called
Gerba Hotel. By chance Yonas came to the bar and sat down
and enjoyed at that moment I did not hear their point of
argument because there was loud music. Unfortunately,
Yonas went, but before he left the hotel, Belachew had hit

him.

PQ4.A&N, M- “T10: PHo1F@ ¢GNT?

?ak’k’abe higg- mannow jomottaw?

Prosecutor- Who hit Yonas?

WA4. A20. & °00C - 37 10 Pov Jo-
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- Belachew now jomottaw

Prosecutor’s Witness- Belachew hit him

The defendant commits the

crime intentionally

PQ5.A20. &7 - “T77?
?ak’k’abe higg-mannin?
Prosecutor — who?

WAS.PA20 41 °00C- 507
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir—Yonas

Prosecutor’s witness- Yonas

Not recorded
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PQ6.A20 - (9°7 L7 10+ Pav F@-?

?ak’k’abe higg- bomnidn now jomotaw?

Prosecutor — With what did he hit him?

WA6.PAPN. 1 9°0NC- L@ T4 (Looga: fo- (lavvA (P
VAST STV A7% AS7TT A7 RINIASTO 0L @ on: G377
0P A7t € 0A ATHSS 10 Larai@ ACEY &P (A ALANT
APTSMU-T INC: 2 hH Al @): :

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- jaw bot’t’fi simotaw jaw bomohal
bok’k’a his’anot/ natftfihu innanto bilon ?aggslaggolnat/tfow
wods wic’c? wat’t’a, bok’k’a ?anto k?uc’c? bol linniznanna
now jomot’t’anow ?arfoh k>uc’c’ bal ijjalkut ijjotok’ot’t’ahut
nobbor Belachew malot now. kozza issu wot’t’a.

Prosecutor’s witness- when he slapped him then we got
angry and mediated between them then he went out, I said

to himsit here! we came to relax. Then he went out.

Not recorded

PQ7.A2N0 M- Ti@+ LOMND-?

?ak’k’abe higg- Mannow jowot’t’aw?

Prosecutor — who came out?

WA7.2A20 47 °0NC- §37 OL @@, OTEAT Ak L7 ex’iih
ON°F 0L @ ony-:: (00 §F7 PPt +4Tat 50 £708
CH LONTT: 1 7124 21040 @L VNI O 816 av%e N4 AT

L7987 AMALF AT 507 OL h9° 0T ST Lo Leh:

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- Belachew wodo wic’c’i wot’tval, ine
dogmo c’uhot somitftfe wodowic’c’ wat’t’ahu. Siwot’a
Belachew c’ink’ilatu tofonkito Yonas dingaj jizo dorraskupnn.
Madrag jonabbarabbinpn wado hakim bet jizze mohod nobbors
issun dingajun ?ast’alkut inna Yonasn wodohakim bet jizzew
hedkupn.

Prosecutor’s witness- Belachew is out I heard screams and

(1) The defendant commites the

crime intentionally
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went outside. When I came out, Belachew's head was
bleedings and Yonas grabbed a stone. All I had to do was
take Belachew to hospital. I got him dropp the stone and

took Yonas to hospital.

PQ8.AZN. M- PrPAE TLTNF REFAU- NAVA §F7T “To-
fao Jm-?

?ak’k’abe higg- c’ink’latu tofonkito ?ajitftfowalohu bilohal
Belachewn manow jomottaw

Prosecutor - You said I saw his head blown up, who hit
Belachew?

WAB.LAP0 /A °0NC- L@+ fovda- pk (@M AF 37 LI+
AT PrPAE TATRE 10 PRU-T

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- jaw jomottaw ine siwot’a bitftfa
Belachew domto inna c’ink’illatu tofonkito now jajjohut
Prosecutor’s witness- The only thing I saw was that

Belachew was bleeding and his head was injured

The defendant commites the

crime intentionally

PQ9.A2N M- ha@-n 9°7L7 10 N TTH@? 977 avF @ (N
n7?

?ak’k’abe higg-kasows mindin now josommahow man mottaw
silu sommah

Prosecutor’s- What did you hear from people?

WA9.PALN, 4 °0NC- fo- G0 1@ oo J@- (LA 10 POA“TU-T
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- jaw Yonas now jomottaw silu now
josommahut

Prosecutor’s witness- That’s what I heard, It was Yonas who

hit him

The defendant commites the

crime intentionally

PQ10.A%0, M- 110 P11LV?
?ak’k’abe higg- mannow jonoggoroh?
Prosecutor - Who told you?

WA10.PA20 M °0NC- L@+ (H (AT L7028 BH NJP@ A7

The defendant commites the

crime intentionally
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AP@ Al 10 PovF@- A Wk @ P70 F@ A@ LA AP 1D-: :
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- jaw bozza so?at dingaj jizo sittajow,
issun sajow issu now jomottaw lela ko issu wic’c’
jommimotaw sow jollom bijje now.

Prosecutor’s witness- At that time, when you see him
holding a stone, When I saw him, he was the only one who

could hit him.

PQ11.A20 49- °17 10C (OP-E (FOM ho-ak Op?
?ak’k’abe higg- mann nobbor bowak’tu sitwot’a kohulotu
wic’c??

Prosecutor - At the time who was there except the two?
WA11.2420, 41 9°00C- “10+?

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- Malot?

Prosecutor’s witness — What do you mean?

Not recorded

PQ12.A20 mI1-A7t Ah oM 37 0L$ INC?

?ak’k’abe higg- ?anto likk sitwot’a Belachew wodk’0 nobbor?
Prosecutor — As you go out, had Belachew been fallen?
WA12.2420, a1 9°0NC- AP OLP: it AL OLS ATTUT
P

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- 2awo wodk’o moret ?agopnshut
Belachewn

Prosecutor’s witness - Yes, he had fallen, when I found

The defendant comits the crime

intentionally

PQ13. A20 M- §F37 0LP NJ @ NHhAT @Oen, 77 1047
?ak’k’abe higg- nata wodk’o sitajow kotoks[ wicc’ man
nobboara?

Prosecutor- Who was outside with the defendant when
Belachew falls?

WA13. ¢AZ(. A 0hC- Ak APTF 104

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- bizu sowotft/ nobboru

Prosecutor’s witness -There were a lot of people

Not recorded




PQ14. A0 M- ' APT 9°7 hiry?

?ak’k’abe higg- innoza sowot[t[ min ?aluh?

Prosecutor’s — what did they say?

WA14.2520. h?1 9°0NC- ACTRBU- 10 Kk L1 o358 10407
of 09 0T 10V AP0 Af0Le INCE AN AH LI° AfL.NN@-
AAINC P1L3 Th9° (L L@ avi e L% 709 0T Liso-
LN o AL TInT ho-:

?ak’k’abe higg misikkir-ijotoc’vac’vahu now, ine jizze mohed
nobborobbin wods hakim bet gobbah? ijjotonsssa ijjowaddok’s
nobbor inna bot?’am bizu dom ijjofososow silonobbors jogiddeta
hakim bet jizzew mohed nobbarabbin hakim bet jizzew
hedkupp bak’omo lada malot now.

Prosecutor’s witness — they are shouting I had to go to a
hospital he was falling down and getting up, there was so
much bleeding and I had to take him to the hospital and

then I took him to the hospital by a Lada Taxi.

Not recorded

PQ15.A20 M- P60 OLT %L hn?

?ak’k’abe higg- Yonas wadet hedo kezza?
Prosecutor - Where did Yonas go from there?
WA15. eA2( A °0NC- OLFT @LL
?ak’k’abe higg misikkir- wodstatft[ worrado

Attoney witness -He went down

Not recorded

Murder Case 3 Cross Examination Questions

®O\PAT PPE

polav 3@ A" 1P 10+ P1LAUT 10 PAD-: :

Al h§69° ONAAE 60 NAF®O7 Oavd Aetv INC- (PSFT) Oavd AU
AAAY®: adO\PAT PPE (PGSO PPED AL +ad(CH 10 PTIMPPD-I ADA)
728 MmAMm PED LoAP O APU- LI°F APUTY Ak 10+ P9lavavF@- A

Well, you saw Yonas hitting Belachew that day: (Judges) did not say I
saw him beaten, the cross-examination is asked based on the main
question, When I went out, I saw a stone and another fell He looked
at me and said, "I know he's the one who's going to hit me."

Ixi




CEXQAX.

LCLk ooF 1@ ¢ a0 @
When the action took place?
Jvan And 11 07t AT h 4-5 AA+

December 11 at 4-5 p.m.

(A+9° Faohd N @OAPAT £&C1T)

(It was answered Judge- Make the questions coss examination
questions )

CEXQAZ2.

TS LCONFA AAYA? 9°7 ALT TA&T INC PLLAAT?
You said he was injured? What injuries did he suffer?

sk LT 10 PPU-T
I saw his head dislocated

CEXQA3

pavo Lot
Bleeding
AP Lav Tt
Yes bleeding

CEXQA4

A7 OF INC OANE?

Did he lose his consciousness that day?

AP KO0 WYOLP: AP0 APOLP INCE L0 L£9° ALHLO NAINC

Yes, he was getting up and down, he was getting up and down,
because he was bleeding

CEXQA5

NANE KCTLLO 907 OTé avF@ (IATA

You say that Jeremiah slapped Jonah that day
AP hHoO- oot (LR @07 0

Yes, he is, right there, in the bar

CEXQA®6

A7 LN hCoLEN P 0P T0h RTRPTIO-

You saw that Jeremiah is the cause of the conflict
P8FT a07 AFCLOT Too-)

(Judges: leave it to the court)

CEXQA6

hC7.20 NAAE mPF 1NC AhE I0C
Jeremiah was drunk that day

NH9° AANNLT® AENTTT RGO PAT
Not much drunk We know ourselves

PGCL 0T “1Mef P+ Court room contingency questions

JCQA1

GN7 @ AU £7928 CH AAYA-
I saw Jonah outside and you said he had a stone -

Ixii




h?
yes

JCQA2

I°79° K7L V1 RAMPPh@-9° AAGICh@-9° 507

Did you not ask Jonah what happened to him? Didn't you talk to
him?

9°79° 1P ANLTIMT £9° APLNAN AAINC NL7.2m.
No I was shocked because there was bleeding

JCQA3

me+hHPA AAme+ha-9°
You asked, didn't you?

7
Who

JCQA4

tE07 NATSeTLPTIPA 0L 10-
Did you ask Jonah about it?

AAMPPO-T9°
I didn't ask

JCQA5

£719% 7 KRert 10l AP 10 FTh0
What was the stone like? It was big or small

@ adhAT -
{like} It is medium

JCQA6

L | PA U
Did it have a blood?

L7I% AL
On the stone?

JCQA7

A?
Yes

AAPU-° A7 Al AAADY® AE. AL €798 RLINC NF 10 2710 Ja-Oa-

I didn't seeit, I didn't notice it, I just remember he had a stone in his
hand

JCQAS

Al AfOLP 2714 1L
Was he falling and rising?

AP AYOLP L1 1N
Yes, he was falling and rising
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JCQA9

291C 1d
was he talking?

7°7
What
JCQA10 | ?71.614@ 11C 'INC
Was he talking?
AP APET ALA A QO ATTT LA NAINC
Yes he was saying, "Let me go’’ there were a lot of people
JCQA11 APET PTLAD- 907 ALLCD 10
What is he going to do?
0P AABLI° hAJFhovd® KLA
He was saying he was not going to be treated
JCQA12 hA Jhoeoe
Not treated
L@ RILH TIC RABLI KA INLT hH Ak L9 AET meriiihvt AG 0L
e 0 Lo L&y
{like that} He was saying I was not going to do that, so I twisted his
arm and took him to the hospital.
JCQA13 | °79° AATS1L9°F APET hmlao- o @ RhA 10 Paod Po1A  7IC
i W AT
He didn't say anything, except to say, "Leave me alone."
ANTS1LT
He didn’t say anything
JCQA14 hH 709”0+ o0STU-T
Then you took him to the hospital
e 0T ongho-
We took him to the hospital
JCQA15 0. fm-
Immediately
APKT NAU-T AU-T P0hs 00T I0C
Yes, we are, kasahun, the third witness
JCQA16 ANZTFU- I0C

He was with you

Ixiv




h?
Yes

JCQA17

A&TFU- 1@ T hhav7 OC
You saw him together with Kassahun

Wk Ogn, NOM A7 N SONT AN AS @O-ATANIND: Am10 “779° (O
AAINLT®: @ hH AETMENTF@ MAUTT AG BTGT

When I go out and when I put him in the car, there was no one
around. Then I called the two of them kasahun and Yitna

JCQA18

hCTLENT PR S@NT NOITI@: NAA 10 A7 Pmé-Tia
Did you call Kasahun after you put Jeremiah in the car?

AL MAU7 AT 275 Pm-
Yes, kasahun and Yitna came

JCQA19

aFavs e ALN AAINGI°
At first, they were not

aonTt Lk o0 104
They were in the bar

JCQA20

@-sp AL Rit Oty €798 SH AT LT L9 AP@LP AfTIa AARh
MAE AAING9° OF

When you go outside, when the defendant was holding a stone, when
the deseased was falling and rising, there were no others at the time?

Al ALT NS 17 PAT7 APT AANTONTFO-9°

There were a lot of people but I didn’t remember the people who
were there

JCQA21

AU-7 WA7ED Poom-t °0NCT AAING9°

There were no witnesses from now on

Alr ANLOTT BLPA NovhS
They went with me in the car

JCQA22

L7108 Mt A%t KACH®O? 90T 10 h 4 Andh 5 A%T 10 A7A-
How do you see the size of the stone? You say it's 4 to 5 o'clock in
the evening

P RGAL L7700 a4 WIE, Y0 TAP LU fo-
{like that} it be a little bigger, but there is a stone in his hand
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JCQA23

L7928 PHT K1 T APV AT 10 oo\t L Por L PP ANET 1N

How did you see the stone being captured? It was dark. Was their
street light?

Yes
A?

JCQA24

a7% T RILCT I0C PLHD- €707
How did he capture the stone?

A7T9Y KE&CT 0C PPfHD-
HE captured like this

JCQA25

n+% 0¢-
Right to left

N+% @A NF
I just thought it was right

JCQA26

ALTAU- IA7A
You said I saw it

045 A% 10 AW AANFo-0 (7% KE G PLHD
Athough I don't remember that much he was holding it in his right
hand

JCQA27

A7L%T ALCY 10 P PHO-
How did he captures it

ATEHY SHT AN A NOM QMAF (AIC AooJo- 10 ki £PU-TF
I saw him he grabbed it like this when I came out and he kicked
him by Calcho?

JCQA28

anhe-7 oo F +6ICHh MhAF Govdo heFAr- NA7A hS
When did you say anything about you have seen when he was hitting
him by Calcho?

o7
What

JCQA29

MhAF Oovdo- heFav- NATA
You said I saw him when was hitting him

ANNUT AAMPETI® TS,
You haven't asked me yet

JCQA30

M7 TmePIN LEND7 avyA LLA°NNFT A@ 1t +GIC 10 P HIAho-
But you were asked to tell the truth of the oath
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AL 00N @OT AFF 0T ¢Ch NAT. L7086 RILPH RS MhAF A1) 10
(d) 0

When I went out and heard a shout, I saw Yonas holding a stone in
his hand and hitting Nata.

JCQA31

AgH7A (AT 0913

You've seen it when he hits him with his foot
Vs

yes

JCQA32

AAN 7T LH MhAF oo Jo-

How many more times did he hit him?
h7%

once

JCQA33

A7t o
You see
h?
yes

JCQA34

o0Ll$ INC NAYA
You said he had fallen

AP @L$ INC A1 0hAT Ao 0Le: hH £I7 APHLO. NAINC L1
o SONP ANIOU-T

Yes, he fell. When he got up, he hit wht his foot and he fell, Then I
took it and put it in the car.

JCQA35

NAHLY $£9° £728 EH NAPU-T Al LPSA A% AT MN-T 10« PAh@  AU-7
Mo oo F@- 10 L TFAD? SFTT -

So you said I saw him with a stone, so I think he would be, and you
Now who do you think hit him? Belachew —

o F@ PO Afk... Amlt+ PAD A 107 (1£79% 0o0F@ 0AP@-9 QAT
oo Fm- KheTPAV-

He is the one who hit... He is the one next to him, I did not see him
hit by rock but I saw him when he was hitting with his foot

JCQA36

NALY L+ @OT 21040 mAl OF @ PPhe Al A7LH (.ovF@ K71+ AI°7L7
10 PATNIAND: @LI° L AI°T ATLHY FLCIAY NAY LAMPPh@-?

So the quarrel in the house went outside Why didn't you let him go
when he hit him like that?Or Why didn't you ask him to do this?

17

Who

JCQA37

*aN7
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Yonas

0P NAAE L9° i APLAND- NAINC 7h.9° 0T avL€ AAINLANT

On that moment I just had to go to the hospital because there was a
lot of bleeding

JCQA39 PLI° CTmPP@7 “17 @ CTLADT N L190F N RrFAAMSPNI®
Who is expected to be attacked Belachew? You didn't ask?
T
Who
JCQA40 +SNTI° ST
Yonas and Belachew
A? hAmPPh-9°
Yes, I did not ask
JCQA41 N9° 0T %L
He went to the hospital
h?
Yes
JCQA42 hHa
Then
N9° T 27 AsS LTS UATT PANC NCL ASOM LT AT ARG
Afaher® KT FAANT aary:i hy 7h9° L @OT PO ATSIM9, AC
ANPHTI® INC ATES OFPLET Y9°AANC MNLT 0AD, OTATFO e Pad?
ot Pi%T hCE ULLOm-T hCe hEA fat T PmPT hH TaPANT
N7oeM (1P A7 AANTLO-AAU- 9°59°7 TIC ANTS P&yt oo @bt
Am%: AT O0M7 Ad- 0ALTF O A4 OLNE WTo-
I went to the hospital and Yitna (second witness) went to get a card.
We came back with Kasahun treating him, Then we didn't have any
money in the hospital, we have only 50 birr
JCQA43 hy 0AAD
Then
hy 09
This is all about
JCQA44 hH 0%A 9°7 1 hC7L.EN
What happened to Jeremiah then?
N0A%° TNFAU- A ALLND (-L.C N9PLP70A AR oo ARZ 11477
A boy named Semere came and told me that he had arrived safely
JCQA45 hun ACoLgfn ¢ 10 Pa@-?

Then where is Jeremiah?
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ACILLNT AN A7SN100- 10+ 91147
He told me to take Jeremiah home

JCQA46 WCOLN AU 0T 10+ PA-

Where is Ermis now?
hCT.L071 PPLAT ACEA
Jeremiah died, he died

JCQA47 7
What:
AC&:A
Rested

JCQA48 Ah AMT ATLTIVLT 10 AT Ah AG@-P9° oo’ 10 £L4.00-

Offcourse tell us, we do not know when he died.
0 2 a\AT A%z KT8
I thought it was two I have no idea

JCQA49 U-At aF 9°7 At @4 RovtIPudok

When? What two? The month of the year?
2009 @47 AANJ@O-N@-9°

2009 I do not remember the month

JCQA50 £LeNTT T WINJoN@-9°

You don't remember the day he rested
AP

Yes

JCQA51 PNCIN R
Are you buried?
h?

Yes

Murder Case4. Cross examination Questions

eHhAT mNP @OPAT TLE

1. CQ1 At EPECH
?ato tewodros
Mr. Tewodros

AS1 AT
?abet
Yes

2. CQ2 PAGTT (.C PCA 10 AT7& ATAN oL L-
Your office is close to the police department

h®?
AS2 Yes
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3. CQs3 AH ANAN, AA P7Lavlr A@ AAINLT® AaPFH?
There was no other person in the area to observe?
AS3 AT MAE oohaoC AL 104 ATT M. @OT AJML AAINCT
The others were on the duty, by the way we are in the compound so they
call us
4. CQ4 T4 Al ACH PA AT APV 10 P7LAF
Well, you say I saw him when he was giving a testimony
AS4
h?P
Yes
5. CQ5 A0 PA POMOT7 FNNAT AAET AG P17 AN AR R&CI1D PNLS-AT-
Explain the exact time and date when did he give a testimony?
AS5 PA MLOT LATTU-0T AAT
The time I heard when he gave a testimony
6. CO6 | ¢% av¥ I0C £A-T
When was the date
AS6
¢+ (1 25/03/2009 Ag 0~
The date was 25/03/2009 E.C
7. CQ7 | nakn?
What time was it?
AS7
0A+ 5:00 NAT SUPTA
It will be 5 : 00 hrs
8. CQs8 4 +7 +hATl A L0 10 PPA@? ACAL O7F OART L4 hH
Defendant was there that day. What time did you get there?
AS8 Az AH 9, @07 5:00 AAT € A7 AeA“W-T 'INC
In the compound, at 5 oc’lock I was sitting and listening to him
9. CQ9 |07 NAT LL0 10 TLER-
What time do you arrive?
AS9
20 AL 9°69°7 LCAAU- ., @OT A 5 “IAT 0
I arrived 20 minutes to 5:00 oclock
10. CQ10 20 142 LCAPA
Are you arrived 20 minutes to 5:00 oclock
AS10 | A?
Yes
11.CQ11 | +hatdi a0, @-a+ 0s
Was the defendant in court?
AS11

Az L.¢ oar MF (L.Co NrA 10+ arqa- Tpq+
I went into the office and it came through the office
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12.CQ12 | L€ AN A0 07HEF &P AL A L.C @OT L.C &TC 07T
When you said me an office? Floor numbe? What is the office number?
AS12 PLC ®T$ 223 T &d A7LT &P AL 10-
First floor office number 223,
13. CQ13 +hat ok Fa7 0NT CINL0TT U
The situation in which the defendant was
AS13
9°79° TIC PA9° PAA ALCT 10 (.LOL NTIT
Nothing is there. I listened him, he talks with out any pressure
14.CQ14 | o»F K7L+ fH P +DAT?
Do you know when defendant was arrested ?
AS14
+hai
Defendant
15.CQ16 | @»F +£UN"T A FA Am AZAN
When did he tell the police that I was arrested?
AS16
o LN he PA Am?
When did he tell the police that I was arrested?
16.CQ16 | h®-
Yes
AS16
0 2009... 1 24 2009 E.C
In 2009...in 24/2009 E.C
17.CQ17 | v&cC 24/2009-
November 24/2009
AS17 24/2009A2 VAC 24 “InT 10+
Yes it means November
18. CQ18 | ¥AC 24 kP NAA NALLANT TIC AAT A7%T R78L4 KOO 29121 11C AADO
you know what happened after he was arrested on November 24?
AS18 79 @@ TIC PAT°
I know nothing
19. CQ19 9°79° PAav+ 1IC PAIC?
You heared nothing
AS19 °7r
Nothing
20. CQ20 NodE +hah afadn MNC PO AT L1040
Defendant was crying at the time whe he gave a testimony
AS20 | hgLAP

No
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21. CQ21 A% AL PYPP Nt ATLILAD ALT AAINLT® PA MLOT PiNlO-

He was not feeling any pain in his hand when he gave a testimony
AS21

A%7 AT A7L104 AeFAU-

I saw him rubbing his hand

22. CQ22 A%7 LT A7L 1L ReTPA

Have you seen whe he was rubbing his hand?
AS22
AL FaU-
I have seen
23.CQ23 | A9®7L7 10 KWET 0L PINL0--
Why he was massaging his hand?
AT7LHY ATLHY 9°G9°7 TIC A LA OSIC PiINlLO-
AS23 He was saying something like this (unclear)

24. CQ24 NAILY ACOH L2 PA A.AT AT7E hH (04T 09°7 ALYT U R78TPH AARI® ACNH
So you have seen when the suspect gives a testimony, you did’t see how it
was treated before?

AS24
09°7 Re'rt Usd RWrL+PH hAPU-9°
I did’t see how he was treated before

25. CQ25 N.LNLA P£LL NAGPYP+ ACH P+ POav-t TIC PAT°?

Have you evseen or heard of him being beaten the night?
AS25 9°79° O TIC PAT°
I have not heard anything

26.CQ26 | A&7 7 £1i ¢

But he rubbed his hand
AS26 oI F AL
not a massage

27. CQ27 £honc 1o L9 it

In the previous you have said that he was massaging
AS27

AB7 AT RTLHY RPN WILTLLOL. GO+

It>s like his hand talking like this

28.CQ28 | ‘+hha
Correct

AS28 | h?

Yes
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29. CQ29 MA@ TIC L PL£I° PA ALOAm PaT TIC AA 700 2% PA £THI0 AELA KPA
APmPP@ MNCHC FA ALPOAD- 0L NAPA
Another thing is that you have said that when you gave a testimony The
policy was asking him ¢this word yours’?? Isn't it? While he was receiving
the testimony
AS29
hP
Yes
30. CO31 NALY 700 Afors.@- 104 HhAT PA 2LAmo-
So the police were leading the defendant to give a statement
AS31 APODL@ ALWPT CTHLLNTT OLbET Pt CTOATA THT ORA 917 I0C PANTY O9°
LAPA LA LIVPA
He is not leading him, he is reading the signed letter to him and then he
asks what your name is? and he tells his name
31.CQ31 | (PSFF) 09° P7LmeP@- “177 107
(Judges) Whose name is he asking for?
AS31 | AB7
The boy
32.CQ32 | A% 217 10?
Who is the boy?
AS32 “L.hen7
Mikiyas
33.CQ33 | hup
Then
Al Al APA A NNAE ANLO PCm-T7 NPXA N9° 10« 710 P TF @« PoLAT @
AS33 | AZT 104 a0 (L0 A7EHY ALYT TIC TNt 10
Then there were boys he said they knew each other he called by nickname
when they ran together at the time,
34.CQ34 | #A 0LaT 1042
Was he giving a testimony?
AS34 | h?
yes
35. CQ35 R4 TIC A LINNAT IC 7AN?
The policeman was reading something written ?
AS35

A?
Yes
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36. CQ36 A L1000+ 0
He was reading to him
AS36
Agfin0nt o-
He was reading to him
37. CQ37 78, RHOD PA KO TPOAD AL LA
He was not taking a testimony
AS37 | afi0AT 10+
He was reading
38. CQ38 AH@- APOPHI0 ARLAT® ASTT ALETU- ARLLA 7M. PA PTPNAD-
The police was not recoding infront of you, You were not watching.
AS38 | heC® 0T Parm @lbTt WILUPT 10 0111
They told me, it was a paper from the court
39. CQ39 | AG7t AH PL8FU-T AP FHA 10 173VS PA AAePamE FCATU- +NATFU- 10-
PtmeéTFuo-t
You go there to observe and you are called to see when the suspect give a
testimony with out any pressure
AS39
h?P
Yes
40. CQ40 NALLY U010+ TIC 9°7L7 10 7M. hZUe AL ALINNAT A7 A7LHY 10+ fAhO-
ALLA AfLA A.mEPOD- L
So what happened? The policeman was reading from the text and he was
asking the defendant you mean, like this ?
AS40 h?
Yes
41. CQ4a1 AHO: ¢ Al FPAVT 0T AN ThATT ALOLD APFaPHIN AL LA
The police is not recording the defendant statement infront of you
AS41 W7€H hELAT°
It is not like this
42.CQ42 | ALINNAYF 1@-?
Was he reading to the defendant
AS42 AP AL100AT 10-
Yes he was reading to the defendant
43. CQ43 NALY ANPLT 7M. avBanlf J°Cavd. PN aP(c? enCO 104 0T 10+
So it means that the police has already accomplished the investigation?
AS43 | BUSA RTNLVI AONCCTDT hAD-PF°

Maybe I don't know how they work
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44. CQ44 | (PSFT) Afa-&T LFANk 9°7 AANT PAf: (1LY @-OT hAA¢ AP@-&+ LTAN PIA
ANTERT AT AATLTA  “Int 10-::
(Judges) may not know it, If the witness does not go through this, he may
not know it because it may be a personal opinion.
45. CQ45 At ELLCO PPI0T TIC PLI° RWILINAAT ASTF A®ANCTT OmeTU
Mr. Tewodros as you told me in the earlier, you are called to testify about
the event
AS45
hP
Yes
46. CQ46 | 7’A.0- alrady t&6 ¢FHIE
The police man was reading the written document
(PRFT) A% AQLIMI° PLav AieFA PHREOT 7700 ALINN Al L1T° AP KAPA
NC NAPA A7% OATaPHT (I avL D100 PPI° PAD-9°: :
(Judges) It has already been repeated here The policeman was reading the
text and he said yes, so it was useless to repeat it once it was registered.
47.CQ47 | 24 (.a®HTN ACH AARI® ALINN (L.LLINT ATR, Ph (LoPHIN AARI® ACH
You did not see when the statement of the defendant was being recorded,
rather you saw when the police officer read reading and confirming it.
AS47 h?
Yes
48.CQ48 | hagge
You did’t see?
P LoPHI0 AASU-I°
AS48 | I did not see when he recorded the statement
49. CQ49 | hAHY a°Co1s@m- P77 NG ThAT7 L01L LM REN1L LM KGN LT TIC PAT°
So when the investigator writes the statement, he does not force the
defendant to do anything?
AS49 hARU-9®
I did not see
50. CQ50 aN7 RARI°-
You didn't see him-
AS50 A7 AARU-T°

I didn't see him
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51.

CQ51

AS51

Afl hach pA LT hme 77 1047
Okay other than you who was called as an observer?

Az AG PNC NALLNE 1+ (P PI°HIA AATEI hHI® N34 aoCo12@- AAT “Lh.f0 AA
he-3T7 17

My firend,was called Tsigu Beyene, and then there is the detective, there is
Mikiyas, there are four of us.

52.

CQ52

AS52

20T ATO0AT aoCoL0- henl NARA 9°7 P AdN. ANCSATY
Explain what happened after the investigator finished

9°19° PPN TIC PAICE AT LCoPT OMNGE ANIS GCLNT PPLND LCT1 LAD-
LANATA AT PP LT AL RTL  4COT L1800 1Nl (LECI°T° hEFAU-: :
a.0.e0 1Nt 0-

Nothing happened, we signed and out, I think the one presented in the
court has a signature, but some of a piece of paper was missing a signature,
I saw Mikiyas when he signed.

53.

CQ52

AS53

&CT (L4CP° NF 10 o
Did you see it only when he signed?

AZ L0207
Yes

54.

CQ54

AS54

072 VA.S@- 10 PNT7 CAM@ IAPA?
You said that he gave his word for his free conscience:

hP
Yes

55.

CQ55

AS55

PH7 +7 YAC 25/2009 24.9° +hAl mP+ €CL0T +C0 10C 5:00 AAT @®L AN
a(.f hevaoppy (14T Pt SCLOT PCO I0C-

On November 25, 2009, Defendant appeared in court in the morning before
returning to the police station at 5:00 o’clock

A?
Yes

56.

CQ56

AS56

+haft A L.AT AT&T FmCTT 10 oo Paet?
When the suspect made a statement, how you were called?

e artao jo-
they came to the office

57.

CQ57

AS57

MLt RCAPT?
Who called you

We.L4A LE Poom- AT APT ST
Two persons from federal office
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58. CQ58

AS58

e840 .G 1877 107
What is the federal office?

70t AL0 AN0 AN DOLTT Perme ALT TN 10-: : vat APT
It means people from Addis Ababa police commission

59. CQ59

AS59

¢t 1@ farme?
Where did they come

AT L€ M. @0rE ©L8 RO AL@NT TNt 1o-: L7 “1nhac L.C o-nT
In our office compound, werada five compound, regulation enforcement
Office

60. CQ60

AS60

Al
The

AH aome P.CO 7AL@ $° INC T U-AT WD ATEAINT Mt aPOlt R: ARG AT
-+ AZ Ah7:: hH® (0RA P9LA@T 1IC ASOPTT: :

They came there, the head of the office was standing, they said we wanted
two people they sent me and a girl according to what they said. Then we
listened.

61. CQ61

AS61

AT APPTL 10 ST YT PP I OB T TIC AA BAND MEF 10-
Why were you chosen? Do you know anything? Is someone else missing?

KAI2MY, AT M. @0T OA I0CT NF 10 R7E, FooCmT RE LA
Coincidentally, we were selected because we were on courtyard

Annex 3

Sexual Misconduct Case 1 Defendant’s Testimony
ave Q9P LTh HATE ¢7 Pl 277 2009 .90

DS.1 9:00 A%t AL hO+hChte? oqy- “Iat 1@-:: W7 NAA Ad- IC 2807
Al A7ent Ne L0C INC

I left the church at 9:00 am. Then I went with him and he had worked

wood
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QJ1. L P+ Mt 1@ L ALTFP IC PLGT?

Did you go home and went to a friend?
SDA1. A% a0t TVE 9°a%7 (AE 10 PoMu-T: 17 ORA Ad IC &0 9:
30 anh 10:00 QA@< AH IC LLONT:: A IC LCH Al ATeT Né M0C
ATt 0 AR9° (Y oo @ taoCe OAINZ ATHO-T hH7 (1AA Ah 913 AL LA
PO-FNCALET LAT° AN o970, AT &\ APPT T4: :

Yes, I went home and ate my lunch, and then I went with him there and
I arrived there between 9:30 and 10:00. I met him and helped him
awork, because I graduated with wodwork. After that, at night, there was
a church movie, about Moses, we were watching the movie.

JQ2. At @nr ¢ ANCPT 0Lt @OP-

SDA2. A#

JQ3. N7 A% alATFu--
What time did you finish?
SDA3. h¢°fi-k 4:00 0%t had
It ended at 4:00 o’clock night

JQ4.9°7 ¢9LA LA 10~
What is the title of movie?

SDAA4. tav-(,

About Moses
JQ5. Par(,

Moses ?
SDA5. A?

Yes

JQ6. v, AN.9°7 1@ OLH LINE av-()F?
Did Moses the balck or the prophet Moses?
SDAG6. 1% a7(,7
Prophet Moses

JQ7. £1Ne av(,7
Prophet Moses
SDA7. a2
Yes

JQ8. 07t AAtT om- hi (.1?
What time did you leave that house?
SDA8.4:00 A%t
4:00 oclock

JQ9.4:00 N%F-
4:00 oclock
SDA9.A®
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Yes

JQ10.04 LH AAF® IC Ae%S LHL INC?
Another time did you go and stay with him?
SDA10.AP APLLN A LAV
Yes , I go and stay with him

JO11.AAE AAE 107
Occasionally?
SDA11.A?
Yes

JQ12. A0 @OTF 97 10L?
Who was in the house?
SDA12. A5 T?®- N4
Hi mother was in the house

JQ13.m40 ?
Who else?
SDA13. AU HeP 14T
His sister

JO14. A1 9°7 RLLLT INL?
What were they doing?
SDA14.21+9° A% 0L
They were watching

JQ15.has 7t oC?
With you
SDA15.A2
Yes

JQ16. A5k AVEI?
His mother, his sister
SDA16. A?
Yes

JQ17.06A 2104 @+ PAI°?
There was no one else?
SDA17.2Aa9"

Nothing

JQ18. At NATFU-
Have dinner
SDA18.9°7
What?

JQ19. AéT NATFU-?
Have dinner
SDA19.A2 0A7%
Yes, we had

JQ20. 97 NAFU-?
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What did you eat?
SDA20.229° 7°9
Fasting food

JQ21.1M¢ 1@?
Is it Shiro?
SDA21.A2
Yes

JQ22.977 1@ eOAHPT?
Who did accompany you?
SDA22.A& H9° A% 1@ f@OMY-T
No, I just came out

JQ23.h(LT! ?
From the house
SDA23.aA0h N&& NATT & ASDLT
We're talking about our tomorrow’s job

JQ24.a0h 0C L0 ahg BTPE

Did the witness with you upto the get?
SDA24.A® f@ mPT P40, NAEL ALANTI hel0 0AA A7LI°0PAN AT
Ao A7L9°0¢ 116 PAU-
Yes, because I'm going to Mass that morning, I'm going to come back
after Mass and I told him about working with him

JQ25.hhat 2¢ 9:30 ¢F 10 HISEFTU-T?
Did you meet with the defendant at 9:30?
SDA25.A2
Yes

JQ26.¢91 10 ¢G5 TU-T?
Wher did you meet?

SDA26.Aa'1x Né.C

Around their area

JQ27.0.F 10+ (4C?
Is the house or around their living place
SDA27.90.@-O07 “IAT 10-
It means their compound

JQ28.A10 <. @-NT?
In their courtyard?
SDA28.A2 “0. @07t 10 Oé PULAC-O

JQ29.aH 1@ WrenT 291N 40

Is it there? He makes wood
SDA29.A?

Yes

JQ30.9°7 ALt 0¢ 10 LT Aent N NLOA
What kind of work did you help? What type of Woodworking?
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SDA30.'f...4.CZ°FC
Hhhh... furniture

JQ31.0aAFE 9°7£7 10 LT
Wht did you help on that day?
SDA31.M
Hhhhhh

JQ32.9°7&7 1@ LIH-1?
What did you help?
SDA32.£1in-1?
That I help?

JQ33.4AP
Yes
SDA33.AA.D hfNe I0C
He was working a bed

JO34.26 AAI®7 97 ALLTAT ACH
And what did you do to the bed?
SDA34.a% Av-AT
I burnished it

Sexual Misconduct Case 1 Defendant’s Witness
15° °hhC

Pthahe me PT TR P04 aPAN

Direct Examination Question

ADEQ1 o’ ¢ 1@ R4 LCLT TR0 PHIA@-?
When did this said happen?

DWA 1 124 ¢htt+/2007
February 24, 2007

ADEQ2 07t A%t AL 10 &CLET 4400 PHOAD-
What time is it when the action is happened?

DWA 2 @3 2:00 A 20T 2o PH0ao-
I think it happened around Night 2:00 oclock

ADEQ3 DALY +8L ACH PoLE@ET TIC Ah
Do you know something about this?

DWA 3 haz 2C QAN ¢ A20C 01020+ A%+ eH1147%7 11C 10

e ATIC 0C AT

arrested. I heard it said at at time you did something
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Because he was with me, that's what I was told when he was




ADEQ4

DWA 4

ehit 24/2007 Qnt P78k 8L KA ?
Do you know something thing about February 24, 2007?

A? haz I2C RILPA haz OJC IC 47 OAAT:: ht+ hChke7 G.oem
@OL9° A: (LT @NT LCLTFC NAI°NE RW7ent Né NAI°NE-: :

Yes, he was with me at that time. When he comes from church or
because I make furniture in my house.

ADEQ5

DWA 5

N7t AhT 10 favq@-
What time is it when he comes with you

9:30-10: 00 MA@« @O\ Az JC aoP1A
He came between 9:30-10:00 oclock

ADEQ6

DWA 6

anh 07t AAT $° ACH 2C?
How long did he stay with you?

A0h 4:30 Aah 4:00 AA+ h4:00 AAT 0é&T 17 AABLI: AH7 LK
A7LH NATLPT7 “INT 1@-: :

Up to 4:30 to 4:00 Oclock But he didn't go before 4:00 oclock,
because that often happens.

ADEQ7

DWA 7

(HY aevA +age Tu- NG
Were you separated in the meantime?

ANTALLTI°: AIH@F LH Az IC hora QUPA AATALLTI
We are not separated, mostly we are not separated after he comes
with me

AP U @NPAT TEE P9°0Ns PAN

CXRQ 1.

DWA1

At o AAY® HOAT 92787 10 (1407

Mr. Mulu Alem what was the defendant’s job?
PH7 A7 A7RAA “Th4é.A @O0 10+ 10C

At that time he was involved in egg distribution

CXRQ2.
DWA2

a’F av’F R7L7LNG G LA PN?
Do you know when to distribute?
Mt mPt Pt

Meaning every morning

CXRQ3

DWAS.

Adh A7F AT A7RAA 997204 S T2
How long he was distributing the egg
mP+ mPHI° @ LINFT M LLATT AT LONEATPA::
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In the morning, he brought when customers ordered it.

CXRQ4 NALY 297, AAT PA@-9° TN+ 10-
So he has no specified time
DWAA4. h?
Yes
PH7 AAT TLPOATY 10 ©LA (AINT, 10 15T TU-T
CXRQ5. Did you call that day or did you meet by accident?
AL UAI° ATISTA A7 ALTET (07 LH NF RLLAT® U-AI° ATI9TA:
DWAS5 NdAE LT NAPT oL@ i 07 +7 NF ABPT A PTT7 A0LT PANGA: :
No, we always meet because we are friends then he come home, he will
spend many days together, not just that day.
CXRQ6. PACH 04.C 9T 10
WADG6 Where is your neighborhood?
AH@D (4.l NA9° @L9° hAir 200 aof @E9° 50002F h200-300 h..°% P99.CP
0T 0
Sefere Selam it is 200 or 500 hundred or 200 km away from them.
CRQ7 nHhad 0F Tt o
From the defendant's house
DWAZ7. h?
Yes
CXRQ8 NAAE 07 AAT 1I0C AT A 2C avd it
What time did the defendant come with you?
DWAS. Nn9:30-10: 00 NA+ MA@ @-OhP
Between 9:30-10:00
CXRQ9 o’ I P
When was the day
DWA9 n24
By 24
CXQ10. 7 24
What 24
DWA10. 0%¢ aat ekt
Monday, February
CXQ11. ehtt 24
DWA11 February24

eh-t+24 /2007
February24/2007 E.C
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CXQ12. ACO AS77 D7 0187 100 LAFONT (THAP U337
How do you remember most about this day?

DWA12.
Ah 047k 104 hh terncAt0F P00 01 TIaT 1o eeo 1 o P10@-

@)+ 1 (a1 A7k AP +7 ¢ FhFFe kR: IC NATLPT PHT AT AR
AN, 10 (A7 Az IC A7L104L A PAU-:

It was just a week he was charged and arrested, It is March 1%, because
he will be with me on Monday, the week of the week coincidentally, I

know he was with me during the week.

AT ACH 2C AooM KCh 2T KPOS INC-
CXQ13. What were you doing when the defendant came with you?

A%z At D& NAT°AL . @NT MA LH PI°0607 PRTenT NE APNLU- I0C: :
DWA13. I do woodworking in the yard, I was doing woodworking like every other
days.

CXQ14. KTt 1T 10 MhsT PTALY TIC LNEA ALLA
What is wood? It does different things with wood

DWA14. AAD WP0C-U- 100
I was making a bed

CXQ15. AAD RPNS I0C

You were making a bed
h?

DWA15. yes

hin AT A7Laem Prd CRLITUT TIC POILT 107
CXQ16. What did you do immediately after the defendant came?

MA LHI® NATLEANT ANC POLLANAND-T TICE P7LP0NATT 1T1C LPONATA: :
DWA16. 7 1AA Ah 12:30 @2 1:00 A% T Ahan hw't 0AA @©L (LF A710 A5 0P
AT @O P77 LAT® LADT TIC KGLAT:

He will help me another time, he brushes, softens, and paints with me.
Then, just after 12 :30 or 1:00, oclock let's go home and just watch a
movie.

CXQ17. AAILY 12:30 10 ©L 0T L10°F0-T hATat Ob-

So you go home at 12: 30 from the wooden house-

A® RHO- 1, O\NP 10 PPINC@ OLNT P1MN1@- 12:30 NAsnA? AONh 1:00
DWA17. QaA@® o0t TM0T5TA
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Yes, In the same courtyard we work there and we entered home at 12 :
30 because it was dark, we entered home between12:30 to 1:00 oclock

At 9°7 0% 102 AdhH €40 hACh IC P81

CXQ18. | What was the defendant doing until then ?
APLATT AL IOC AP RAEPUNNTE AOC hEOLTFP
DWA18. | Helping me, painting things with me, talking to me
CXQ19. +hat h9:30-12:30 hACh 2C A7enT (LT A7L104 TARDATA?
You explained to us that defendant was in a woodworking house with you
from 9:30-12:30
DWA19. h?
Yes
CXQ20. |ah 9°7 (.LLCT INC LMNLO--
So what was he doing?
hak 2C NAINC APEST RI8TE TICTT LA AP APNATT dA@- AfPNNT I0C
DWAZ20. | £AY@-
Some things that helped me because he was with me and whe I said give
me something he was give me
CXQ22. 0+ ont 12:30 10FU- ABLA
You entered the house at 12:30 isn’t it
DWAZ22. h?P
Yes
CXQ23. Ok 917 10C 0+ @NT?
Who was in the house when you entered?
DWA23. avE WG AGE AAT
my sister and mother
CXQ24. AVTPT RS AGTPT
Your Mother and sister
h?
DWA24. Yes
CXQ26. 12:00 AA+t ALINFU- 10 &Aooy 7101 PEavlTFU-F @LOh A NFLCT P04 TIC
nc?
Did you start watching the movie at 12 o'clock or did you do something
else?
DWA26. AL MA LLLTIM TICT® PAT°T ALEY° LH '10:: MA LLLTIO TIC PAT® Aok Ak

TCTT RANTONTFO9 AT 2 GovF AhAN, PTHA:: 107 LFONT AP TET
o W7LH NATPT LA PIPGLCIOT TIC kB ANAT f@- 2:00 AAT OAhTLY7
LN RITIHC (4G AONTLLEA LN LADT TIC 0. APPLCT RGP7:: Ah 2:00
NAT WPt 03A AdT h0A7 NAA &7:: 20 AG7LT7 AP0AT I0C: : 474549 QM9
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NACOL RITMHC U-A9° NATLLLISAY 4750 U-A9° AeHATT A70AAT A1L0-9°
U7 AL AP TNG4EAT 10 P°70A@-: (1LY U273 10 PI°TANLD-: :

No, we haven't done anything else, it's been a long time. We haven't done
anything else. We went in and sat in the house all week long the same
thing happened until 2 o'clock night, until my mother brewed coffee, we
were changing the TV channels and watching. Just after 8 o'clock at night
we had dinner and we are eating popcorn, I like Popcorn so much that my
mother always rosted for me, so we are eating and We are eating on a
plate, this is how we spend our time.

12:30-2:00 (FF O7mM &30 O70AT FGA APPLPC Ea. NTL 101C NAPA

CXQ27. |Between 12:30 2: 00 oclock you said that we drank coffee, we ate
popcorn, we switched channels and watched TV,"
h?
DWAZ27. | Yes
h2:00 A%t NAA LA@7N
CXQ28. | What about after 2:00 oclock
Lo L, ATHI9 RHO: 4T ALT QAPT (LETN 2:00 AAT AhaN 10+ L7500
+G@-9° P9 LA@ YT 1@~
DWA28. | We don't turn off the TV because it's in front of us at least around 2:00
oclock the popcourn is rosted and the coffee is boiled
CXQ29. | aé-T NAFTHA
Did you eat dinner?
h?
DWAZ29. | Yes
CXQ30. | 97 nAFv-
What do you eat?
0t @Or PA@T RITMHC L0177 R9° 10 LHO- TN
DWAS30. | That we found in the house my mother cooked Shiro because it was fasting
period
+hAf A7F AAT hace 0 oa-
CXQ31. | What time did Defendant leave your home?
4:00 AAT Anh 4:30 t+h-a MA@ @7 WO LH PP°ATO 047 OAT 10
DWA31. | Between 4:00-4:30 oclock I usually accompany him that time
CXQ32. 9°7 A, TCAEI® 10 o PNF@-AN?
Do you remember what TV program you saw?
DWA32. AEEP° LH 1@ RANGONI° 17 hAhO 2GS DATFT ASAGIE ALHC Aovm o

FGA 9.P2CN7: @L RIINHE LATT P7LPLCN7: AP @79 (.ova) 10
PoLPLCAN7
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It's been a long time, I don't remember, but we don't go beyond EBS.
When Brother comes, he changes us channel, he turns us into English
movies, he changes us when my older brother comes

CXQ33. P TCE9° 10 2T 017
Did you see dish program?
DWA33. AP 24T TCE9° 10
Yes it is a dish program
CXQa34. +haf A.om Ach NF+ ogn NFo7 10 Pon®-?
When the defendant left, did you accompany him or did he leave alone?
DWA34. NHI° 77 PYVA AANTU-TI: W, ANhTINOND NF 10 PPN TO RTE, KiFP°

1L ATELT AT DA LB o1 RATTOP® o1& W16 4t
A&t DAY 0LTT7 AQTAT AT160 OLNT AaPAAAD-: :

I didn't take him that much, I only took him until I got him out of the
yard, but we didn't go a long way because it was dark, I didn't take him a
long way because the road is in front of the ashes, so I went back home

with asphalt.

PRE T1Mse TPE

Sexual Misconduct Case 1 Judges Contingency Questions

JQ1. hA+nCate7 PrF ACO DOC 10 fermet?
Did he come directly from church to you?

DWA 1. | - Haca-te7 173 R1“THC JC 9°0 A+ LaPAATA Pava@-: : 9°N70k9° Ky 94
9:00 £4N NATIASL 9°4 K7LNA 1@ :: (¢ AL PE 9°0 NATUA NA@- 9°4
NATRAU- NAA: :
I think he came from church and had a lunch. Because I don't wait until
9 p.m. He said he ate lunch while I was at work and he said I had a
lunch.

JQ2. LA REITAN?

Have you seen a movie?
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DWA2

LA ROTGTA KPP

Yes, we watch a movie,

JQ3. P97 LA 10 0 OTU-T?

What movie have you seen?
DWA3 Pav-(), AN9°7 &LAT° £97 LAPOATA

I think we watch a movie of Mose’s Black
JQ4. pav-(, 20.9°7

Moses’s the Black
DWA4. | AP 0L71$F3E DAY OP-E9° R9° DAP

Yes, because it is religious movie and it is fasting time
JQ5. AUVRTPF 927 APA4 104 ACO AH LF @O Afh

What were your sisters doing when you were there?
DWAS. | alt @am Ai0tC 9°79° Ae09°

My sisters They do nothing at home

Annex 3

N4a10- AA9° MR D Céo Ll AP, V- VLT Rl

+hat- ¢4 Facd a0 SLF HNde

(7 02/10/10 -+hAN Pw7EN V7 66 A7 A RPC 317 NovlAns:
014-17 eo01o0 3177 9N H1S L VRT A6 “ThlrT 0P 0T o0
M990 CavC4.C @7TEN LATLA PLA ‘1-::

On 02/10/10, defendant was charged with violating article 66 sub- articles 3

of the Criminal Code, a person who was presumed to be 14-17, and was

found guilty of raping a child in a waiting room.

o W T L i 1

15 9°OhC _ A 1042 0 FP7 hAaLolP R7AC OTEA 1220017 ¢7 0Fhha
AFNFO0@9°: : 7IC 17 (e Hmea-TT OTENT NHCHC 10 09°FNL50-: :
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hY 0Fens ThAT A%77 O7TEA héAer (1AA (o7 SThih e R781146T §
AETT £CLT AT (@ WTSTG1E NTG1E RIATAU- i P0L.é-é T a7 o+
e FNLAD-: :

1pa miskir joggil toboddaj sittthon ko idmewa ?ans’ar wond3ol
jotofas?’s’omabotn k?on botkikl ?attastawsim. nogor gin boksu jotot’sk’asutn
wondzolotft/ bozrizr now jommitasrodaw. Kozzih botoc’c’omari tokossaf
thenn wond3al kofss’s’omo bohvala simun Daniel bilo indonogorat, ihenn
dirgit lomannim sow indattinagori bittinagori iggslffalohu bilo jasforarrat
mohonun now jommitasrodaw.

1°' Attorney’s Witness: she is a victim and cannot remember the exact
date of the crime. But she does explain in detail the crimes mentioned in
the lawsuit. She also points out that after the defendant had committed
the crime told her his name is Dani, and threatened her not to tell
anyone.

25 AP0 U PONC- £IA PT05L AST AU B ©oc o@mlT 2009 %.9°
AL (Rt AL (TmPN@ LH (ALS NEA NH ©L8% 7 AR 0F0 040 %07
LCFF @0 WILHLLLT RS DT/ Ntoea Wik ONG TN RISAFTO- :

hHg® %A AL AN@APE- P oTiEPT AT8¢ AG (M9 favpat Uz
WILKE: 1 OFE °F PYH 10 AAD (1FLmeEF LH SThA CHIA A0 (DO AL
PHLHCI®™F £CLT P14AGPOF aoPr} WIRTILFTFO AS NILLT (34 @L vhg®
01+ A7LOAL T 10 090, CNL 5T

2npa jovak’abe higg miskirr _ jogl tobbodaj innat sihonu boginbot wor
moc’aragfa laj bokissu botot’ok’osow  gizze borarada kiflo kotoma woroada7
lijju botaw sev hevon dirid3zdzit wist” indotodoforatftf inna kotimhirt bet
sitmot’a finten sifona jammoppal indalstftfatftfow. kozza bohvala libsvan
Paswolk’ow jofint mofpawan indo?aju inna bot’am jomok’lat huneta
indo?aju, bowok’tu min honof now bilow bamit’sjk’vat gizze Daniel jotobalo
sow bokissu laj jotozorszorown dirgit  jofos’omobat  mohonun
indonogorotfat/tfow inna kozijam bohvala wodo hakim bet indo wasadvat
now jomijasrodut

2"! Attorney's witness: she is the mother of a victim and is going to

testify, as described in the lawsuit, at the end of May 2009 her daughter
was raped at Arada kifle ketema (sub-city) Wored 7, in Save Heaven

Organization. When a victim came home from school she told to her
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mother as she has a pain when urinate. Then her removed her clothes
and saw her sex organ and looked it very pale. When the witness asked
what happened to her at the time, she explained a boy his name is
Daniel mistreated her as described in the lawsuit and she took her to the

hospital.

37 Ph20. V1 °ONC - AT CAF0. v oonc IR oc mlT 2009 9.9°
Lo-A® (7 18 AL T& PSAT NA® RTLmeot: i (WY 0Lt (LJFo- avig 7y
AG A TN8LT RISTIF+T A T05829° N07EAk AL Ptmeno7 £CLT
S7hA PHIA A@- PLRa00F aoPr}i hHI® hdAae (134 £9° L7MNT A7%? A
OHHeP T AP L4 A LARFF T 1B PULavAA TIC aPPrTE ATSU 0L
SThA 10 RETT ATTT RSTG1E NESICTH RIATAU- ANAe TINLéeoETS i
£Ck hhdioe 3A 7 a0 MNP hAhT aPLT aohhA +haTh? ALF 714017
AG Nave Lad RAed aoPrT RS N2 LThA AN OATICT 0FRNA a6C
CAFANT TINET 1@ P9 FNLSD: :

3na jorak’abe higg miskirr _ hulottopa jo?ak’abe higg miskirr boginbot wor
moc’orafa 2009 ?a. m dowwilow bot noj lidze gud honalotftf bilow
indot’orvat. Bozzih mosorat betatftfow mohedvan inna jogl tobaddajn
indo?agopotftfat  jogl tobodaj bowond3zolulaj jotot’okosown dirgit Daniel
jotobal sow jofos?’omobbat mohonun, kozzam kofos?’omo boh“ala dom domabf
inde? bila sitt’ojk’at ?awo domtval bila jasajotftfat ginn noc’c’ jommimosl
mohonun, indihum sime Daniel now ihenn lomannim indo?atnagori
kotonagor[ igolfallohu bilo masforaratun inna kozza dirgitu kotofos’omo
kozih gizze bohvala polis t’abija ko?amist sowotft/ mokakal tokassafn lojjita
masajetvan inna simu folok’s tolosa mohonun inna sime Daniel now bilo
stlonoggoronn now botkikl monnagor jaltfalkut malst¥an now jomtasrodaw.

3" Attorney's witness: The third witness is testifying the second attorney
witness at the end of May 2009 had called her home and said that my
daughter was hurt. Accordingly, the 3™ witness wet to home and she had
found the victim and victim told about the crime as described in the law
lawsuit, and the victim told her the man his name was Daniel raped her.
Then, the third witness asked did you bleed? The victim said yes, but

that it was white. And the victim told he threaten her if she told anyone
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was going to kill her. Then, after the incident, in the police station the
victim identified the suspect among five people and the victim explained
the defendant name is Feleke and that she cannot call right name of the

defendant because he told that his name was Daniel.

18 PA2N, U9 PONC- PS TP AT PPAT

Sexual Misconduct Case 2 Victim'’s Testimony
15 CAP0. UI9° PPONC £ T04L VY

- O9° - A

- AL 12

- PGS AT O 1@ (T (4L 1D PIOTTLD-)- DIAI° (Lt

- O (&PZN7T Ph ALCTH 7167 PTHALL 10 RIOTHT6D-)- TR

- HS AP OL &CLNT aPMG (HS AHLY LaPMAD- 9°7 19147 107)- AN 11C A& C107Y

No

Prosecutor Direct Examination Question and 1°* Witnesses Answers

AP °7L7T 10 LLLTH ?

folok’o midn now jadorogof ?

What Feleke did to you?

aPavs? AT (NE A785F OMU-: hH A7LET OMU- AG hz 0704 AL -tParpy- hi
TPLEET MNP Al £ ECALT SH hé.7 SH AAD AL OLOLY YW i FeEk7 ToET
AOAS P90.0.7 TANE Ad £99° ACO<F7 A@-AS INL hH ARA... hPADT AAPD hi L7107
1P WTEHY ALTE LT hH Ad- MOST mé1 AT MA@ hH A: 8% 77 0Lk ANTGE
DTS ILEA ANGT RIATAU- AAT: :

mod3omorija misajen bolitftfe ?andoppa wot’t’ahu inna ihe woanboru laj tok’omet’hu
kezza guwadopnajen sit’obk’, kozza issu dogmo dzorbajen jizo ?afen jizo ?alga laj
worowworonn,kozza tajten ?awlik’o k’omisen golbo, issu dogmo suriwn ?awlik’o
nobbor, kozza ?a?a?a... ijjalku salok’s kozza dommabipnn noc’c’ indozih ?ajnot
dommabinp kozza  bosoft t’orrogo inna t’alow, kozza ine dani nopp sime. bittinagori
kompitoru jinogroppal ?asre igollfalohu ?alopn

First I ate my lunch and came out first; Then I went out first and I sat down in
the chair and then I waited for my friend and then he grabbed my back and
closed my mouth and threw me on the bed, He unbuttoned my pants and
unbuttoned my skirt; He took off his pants and I cried. Then I was bleeding
white, this kind of bleeding, Then he wiped it off with a soft cloth and threw it
away. Then I am Danny. My name is Danny. If you tell so, the computer will tell
me and I will kill you
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AP N9°7L7T INC L4.TT-

falok’s bamindin nobbor jafonaf ?
With what Feleke grabbed you to?
A%

baidzdzu

with his hands

i 1 1o PoNLT

kozza jot now jowosodaf?

Then where did take you?

70 NC AA Ad- ICEF oo f (C PAc:

tinnis borr ?allo issu gar mot’sbok’ija barr joissu

There is a small door, a guard door of his

nc 1o« 0.+ 10¢é

borr now boat nobbars

Is there a door? there was a house
ac

borr

door

PONLT NF AL 9°7 hA® @-\m-
jowasadof bota min ?allow wist’u
What are in the place he took you to?
hTAHC AS 1S

kompitor inna kodda

computer and Koda (small metal water container)

MA AH e @O 9°7 AA
Lela izza kifl wist?> min ?allo
What else was there in the room?

PG hi AP AA
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Koda (small metal water container) and materials

LAt AGT OLT 10 LONLT?

falok’s ?afno wodet now jowassodaf
Where did Feleke kidnap and take you?
TP 0t

t’ibok’a bet

guard room

0t o-ar o L0 -

Bet wist’ now jasiggoba|?

Did he takes you in the house
h?

2awo

Yes

10

hH 0%A 9°7 AL 1@ PLLTT

kozza bohvala min laj now jadorogaf
Then, where did he place you?
AA)D AL

Palga lay

On the bed

11

AAD AL NLLTT NAA (147 9°7 hLL10-

?alga laj kad or og o /' b oh vala borun min ?adsrogow
After you get to the bed what did he does to the door?
Ho® (EAT

zogaw bok’ulf

locked it with a key

12

AAD AL NLLTT AA NHCHC 97 WT8LLTT T187%-
Palga laj kad or og o [ b oh vala b ozr izr m inn indad o r og o J n ig ori pn

Tell me in detail after you get to the bed what he did to you?
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FOET TrET RO-AS FENT RS NOGA® @NT N0 AG Ahh... ALLTT hi SCA47
Mo RS L7907 hH 0&E7 AP F Aé0r Mé1 AG MA@ hH N1G1é DPT.O 4 L19945A
A0 AAY NH A% 8%z 77 AR ARSTN 1S4 ANST A1ATAU-: : hi TSTS ATTT AS

+EICTH @2 LAY AATSICHI® AAN-F: : 100 AN : :

tajten, panten ?awlik’o toppabipn inna bowgfolaw wist” kottotobinn inna ?a?a?a..
Padoroggonn kozza dar darun nokaw inna dommabipp kozza softun ?wt’ito irasu
t’orogona t’alow. kozza bittinagori kompitoru jinogronpal iffi ?alopn, kezza ine dani
nonn lo?abbatf leinnatf bittinagori ?asre igollifalohu. kozza tinantina ?agopopn inna

tonaggor[ waj ?alopp ?altonaggorkum ?alkut, goboz ?alonp.

He takes off my tight, takes off my panties and lies down, he puts his penis, then
he made me a.a.a..., then he touched around the area and bleeding and then he
took out the tissue, wiped it off, and threw it away. Then he took out the sofa,
wiped it himself, and threw it away. Then I am Danny. My name is Danny. If you
tell to your mother and father, the computer will tell me and will kill you, then

he met me yesterday, and I said I didn't tell. He said you are smart.

13

AP ALH NLLTH NAA &2 A0 INC A7L%?
falok’s indozza kadorogof bohvala ?ag i p nt o fw n obb or inde?

Did you find Feleke again after he had done it?

AP ¢ RATVEO: 104 HFICT AN AATSICH AAh-T
?awo tora ?agnitftfew nobbor tonagor[ ?alopn ?altonaggorkum ?alkut

Yes, I did. He asked me did you talk anything else. I said I didn't

14

LAP ALH NLLTH NRA ATT7 +SICTH
falok?s indozza kadorogof bohvala loman tonaggor/

After he hurted you, Who did you talk too?
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A% TWrE? 00T APmA™ 0% 1CHT
imma [inten sifona ?ak’k’at’slopn bijje noggorkvat

I told her that when I urinated it burns me

15

MBAN AT A@ 11LTA DASTHT @ (A%1%= TICDT NATTA ALLA?

Lelas loman sow noagrofal ko innatf wic’c’ (lommaje nogorkvat bilgfinpal ?ajdol

Who else did you tell except your mother (you said I told to my mother, didn't
you?)

h?

2wWo

Yes

(hASTh @< Ao ¢+5ICTIO- )

(keinnatf wic’c’ loman now jotonagor[iw)

Who else did you tell except your mother

A9779° AATTICTHI®T A%1% LA fhe A ARTTUL AR ATLIA e 18 RATFT (E%7
AOAPT PAT NAA:: hH A%1% UNS® 0T OALTH AT 9191 LA RPET ONLTh vho
0t

lomannim ?altonaggorkumm immaje dogmo tolo bila loimmami lidzf ?amatall tolo
noj ?alotftfat suijen ?awollok’otft/ k’illit bilval . kozza immaje hakim bet
wossadoat[tfinn inna mami dogmo intin woassadatftfinpn hakim bet.

I haven't told anyone. Mom quickly told to Mami and she said your daughter is
sick, and she came and take off my pants, it was reddish around the urinary area,

and then my mom took me to hospital, and Mami took me to the hospital.

16

Wwhee 0F aA PF 28TAA WASTT 2C ( ASTHR U9 0T ONLTT NATA ARLA? MA
WASTHN 2C AT P+ BLT I0C?)-

kohakim bot lela jot hedatftfthval koinnatf gar (innat/ hakim bet wasadot/tfinn bilofal
?ajdol? lela koinnat[ gar ?abrof jot hedsf nobbor?

Where did you go other than the hospital with your mother (You said your

mother took me to the hospital? Where did you go with your mother other than
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the hospital?)
v 0T NF 10 PoNLTH
Hakim bet bitftfa now jowoasodot[tfinn

She only took me to the hospital

17

dAPT AThA INC RELA avPavle PAT Navy eHY +7 LCLET 04200 7 SThA I0C
LA AG &AP ooy ooy ov’E @+ HSICTO: ot 1@ eHSICTo (7 +7 (LT PONLT
P7 WILH LLLTN ¢7 SThA INC NN NavT P74

Folok’s danel nobbar ?ajdsl mod3zomorija jalof? simun jozan k’on dirgitu
jofes?’s’omo  k’on danel nobbor jalof inna folok’s mohonun simun motfe now
jotonagorfiw? jot now jotonagorfiw (jozzan k’on bet jowssadsf k’on indozza jadorogof
k’on danel nobbor bilo simun jonaggors|)

Feleke was Daniel, isn't it? When did you say his name is Feleke, where did you
say it (the day he took you home, the day he did the crime, he told you his
name was Daniel?)

A2 1 0RA 10oF LA aoPrT W1 T IC LOPT@ ( PAFT ANTLPT- aPAM ALNTTI°)

?awo kozza bohvala simun folok’s mohonun indet nobbor jawok’[iw

Yes, after that, how did you know his name was Feleke? (not audible)

18

(8 7hO\ INC ALLA avPavl@ Nav} AT &PS @PrT LOPTO a’F INC)-

Danel nobbor ?ajdol modzomorija simun jalof folok?’s mohonun jawok’fiw motfe
nabbor

It was Daniel, didn't he? When did you know the name Feleke?

700 AALT AT AT AN APU-TS hH AT o0 hi A0 Ade 10 LA LA
Al £9° 8% Th e Réd::

Polisu ?asajinn silopn issun molkun ?johut inna kozza polisu issu now falok?s sil, issu
dogmo dani nopp bilo ?aforo

When the policeman told me to show him, I saw his face and then I thought he

was Feleke? Then the policeman said he is Feleke, and he ashamed and said I
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am Daniel

19

A% &CLt hovd oo (14 Qoo SThd 10 @8 ( RPET A7LH W91l 04t d.ad hov-
SThA INC RT%7)

the dirgit komofos’omu bofit simu danel now woj? (?antftfin indoza komadrogu bofit
falok’s simu danel noboro inde?

Before the crime was commited, was his name Daniel? (Before he did that to you,
was his name Daniel?)

hLLAT AP 10

?ajdolom folok?s nobora

No it was Feleke

20

Fo-¢ N AP RTL 1NL? ( 048 ThA Navs AP ATL L F@-E INC ATS ATE?)
tawki nobbor waj folok’s indo nobbora? (danel simu folok’s indo nobbors tawk?i

nobboro inde ?antftfi?)

Did you know, that he was Feleke (Did you know that Daniel's name was Feleke?
LAt RILING ha-d I0C
falok’s indonobors ?awk’ nobbor

I know that he was Feleke

21

i 87hA 10 QAT ARSTT DESICT 03A o0F @ AP A7 PHICT@? ( ARSI
S7ThA 10 ANAT W ESTICTH AAA 10+ LA RATLUPT PHTICTIO-)-

kozzas danel now bilof loinnatf/ kotonnagor/ bohvala motfe now folok’s indohono
jotonagorfiw? (loinnat/ danel now bilgf kotonnagor/ bohvala now folok?’s indohono

jotonagorfiw?

after you told your mother that he was Daniel, when did you explain as he is

Feleke?

AP: AP Do RAFTICHHI®: UNY® L ©OALTT AG U A ThTAA ALLA A

N7FA O72F SFo O FAY A7L 078 hRAYT::
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?Pawo folok’s simun ?altonagorkum, hakim bet wossadotftfinn inna hakimva sow
noktofal ?ajdol bila sint wondot[t[ natftfow sittilonn ?and wonnid ?alkvat.

Yes, I am not disclosed Fekadu's name, She took me to the hospital and the
doctor said someone touched you, didn't you? When she said they were men, I

said a man.

22

Wit APTF IC T ARTA@ INC A% 4APT? (LA+T Nl (@ IC UT Agtie Ja-¢
ANT)

kobzu sowotft/ gar hono ?ajtofw nobbor inde (falok’on kobzu sowotft[ gar hono
Pajtafw tawk’i?allsf)

Did you see Feleke with a lot of people?

hA@-PP°

?alawkim

I do not know

- Hhal? a0« FO-PAT (07°0.0 ALY T&H LPMD-T AD FO-b@+ AAT) - AP LA

Sexual Misconduct Case 2 the 2rd Witness Testimony
PAPO. U PG PPE PI°NNZ avAN

U0 A2 v PahC
AP U PS TR PPN avAn

o/ OCPTH ParMy-+ ACONCTT 10 ANAPA A°ONC Poom-0T7 58 AGCLNE PNLS-
Mrs. Worknesh you said that I came here to testify, explain to the court about what
you came to testify

All, Pyt 8L ALT T/0T (o) AAOP@9° A LO-PPAT LCPET 10 AH O T9IC
MNCE AH APHo1LT

AT 06t 10

OK, I came here. I don't know the name of my daughter's school. He knows it. It's
an organization. She was studying there, in one of the month

°7 Ot

What was month?

av I F avgn.Zq RhAan,
Around the end of March

Al
Then
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W oo TWHFF O OF0 RTF OTPTR 10 0AT TP oTTRT APmAT AATE: T 0T
10 9790 NH9° ANA FAPANT Am@P T 1A AAIAL ANTFU-G ALT RWT7SAPT PGAT: :

Then she came and went to the bathroom and shouted, then I asked her "What
happened to you?" she said I burned my urinary .When I asked her what had
happened, she just cried, and later, I put her to bed and saw her and she is hurted

g°7 10 POf-

What did you see?

AL ARG 1L PTAT ANAA 0P POAANA NAAT QA HI0F v 0T oALY+
N 3o mPt+

he tip of her orgab turned into a tomato, it was redish, it was sore, I got up and
took her to the hospital the next morning

ong® .+ hero0eP (&1 9°7 Pri 10 A AAmPL+9°-

Didn't you ask her what happened before you went to the hospital?

9°7 T 10 AADTF 90790 AAPTRESS A £CP AATE 03A ATLHU- AFFT AN 1o-
I asked her what had happened to you and she said nothing.

P07 AT 0A° TP TT A MHCHC PNEL5-

Describe in detail what Selam told you:

PN 10 QAT AP ANTT U 0T 8T B&NT MG MLE Ad Am10TTE OAF

She refused to let me know, I took her to the hospital. There is a health center next
to us

o 0F haeeo-0&P (4T PITo7 AAMPRT9°

Didn't you ask her what happened before you went to the hospital?

PR T 0AA ATNE AmE P T ATLHY AL CT W77 AN 10 AT ATSFI6 e o

I asked her When I asked her later, she said he did so, he told me not to tell him

°7 RLLTH RAT?

What did she say?

A7LHY ACTH 10

He did so, he did like this

NIAL 272 AGCLNE L714--

Explain to t the court in plain language -

8% P7LOA ATLHY ALLTT T ATLHY RLLTH

The one who called Danny did this to me, he did this to me

9°7 KhLLTH? WILHY RLLTT TNt 9°7 “1F 107
What does it mean he did this to me?

0¥ A7t AAT ANA m&RT 10-

I just lost the word to explain it

Pt 10 RWTLHY ALLTT PATPA-

Where is? He did it for me, she said?

°4 AE NOM AH &CPHF: %8 HOF NC AL e RANTYT A890 AA AH &P RISANY
aPLi AET APE ONZ AAJAL MAT: HOF® AAD AS hi A AH L.TAT: A9°T ATE19°
NAT: Ad7 AFTTAT hH 03A FeT 10C PANNDT T7k RS F8t7 hOAPD-: CL079° (6
OLFT NP ALCY £ AN:: hH Az avhe ALLINTT RAT

XCiX




When I went out for lunch, in the organization, I went and sat at the gate, there
was a bench, he came as I was sitting, he hugged me and threw me to bed, the
guard threw me on the bed and then, I asked her why don't you shout? She said he
grabbed my mouth, and then he took off my panties and tights, He took off his
trouser and sat down, then she said he tried it on me.

o1 &7 10 avnd. £LLID-

What did he try with?

0 Nofise o PATF@-:

She said with his urinary tract

27 ™7 AATPT-

What did he touch me she said?

@07 A7T7 ANt ALONN@ AAT PL PL NANT LH AOMN®: hH A7LHY ALC? A7T7
AtA% hi @f vhe® 0+ 8 RehTT

She said when he tried to put in and I shouted then he took it out, then I took her
to the

hospital

¢ 1o Ahe? PLCEET N9° Lo A?

Where is the place? Do you know the name of the organization?
AADP@-9° AN SOPPA AH NATLNC-

I don't know, he knows because he works there

T @7

Where is?

ANNN.@ 7760 10 AT AhaQ,

The area is a around Ginfile, around our location

hea oo o+ 10 1760-
Where is the sub-city?

@LEA av e avp1E AL -

It is on the way to go to Sholla

NPT NAA P77 10 £LLTTF RCN?

What did you do after she told you?

W 01AA S ANE 2T mS MNP BT ARPT NAA Ak AT&T 10 NAT@ LRI AL
AT aoQIC RTTAI® D79 00L&+ aoF1C RTTA ANT:: (A £CFE IC 05.°0 ACTH
20 hohg® Ot OPF:: AT A7LHY AT7LHY Tt QA@ 2LCEE ANFS84 hAT AT&T
ATEHLY ATPT FAT Ah AHIE hH 04T AP, WL Ok AR 0L 0:E71  ho74
O-0E ATY: hi 08,00 AAE, LOAN ACET AAWT

After she told me, I went to the health center and saw her, I asked the doctor, how
about her? And the doctor said no, we can't tell you, take her to Gandhi hospital.
Later, I ran with the company and left the hospital and I told, the head of the
organization about my daughter he wondered, how she could be like this? Then he
asked me to got a paper from the hospital, and I said to him that the doctor told
me to take it from Gandhi, then I immediately called my daughter and told her to




help

710 WCET £AF?

Who did you ask for help?
AT7

My daughter

N7 “717 10?7

Who is the name of her?
ACTT7

Roman

ad.

Then

T& PSAT AL 18 Fae RABAT T RCET AAWT T PA eafi h&CPE OC %84 11T
SHF BLT @€ D7%% hH NRA 97 ATAAPT DTS AL ST PlONT@:: Rk ©f 978
AABLII°: 1 A APPTLT 10 8% SATT hov? QAT

I told her my daughter is hurt and asked her for help, came and she went to talk
to the organization, and she took her to Gandhi Hospital. After that, what did
Gandhi say to her? I do not know because I did not go to Gandhi. Later I asked
my daughter why did she tell me the name, Danny?

N7 1LPT AP N R LUPT?

Who told you that Feleke was his name
AM...

There

fm0P +FPo-P
Defendant Attorney Objection

AP0 VA hPovg 1@ APmPE At LAPRENR 10 RS LA WPav4. oo MI0E G@-:: T
LCLET LA e aomPP AANT ATE, N9° APoP4 10 APmPE PA-TE A% L9 A0 NAAU:
Prosecutors are asking a leading questions to testify the name Feleke, but the
prosecutor should be asked who committed the act, she is asking for a name, it is not
fair

av A\ (
Answe of the the Prosecutor

S7h AT RAATY Nov7 A% AMEPT Ak 10 LAP PrT W% T A% LANT hnd L arw-
0NE9” NATLeD¢ G- :

when she asked him why she told me his name Daniel: I said how they knew it was
because they already knew her testimony.

mAPNT TPE

Sexual Misconduct Case 2 the 2nd  Witness Testimony and Cross
Examination Questions

e+ ohg® 0T INC PONL T
Where did you take her to the hospital?

Ci




0ax
Ba'ata health center

ms M.f 10 ogN LA PATIA

Is it a health center or a private hospital?
ms M0.f

Health center

hce AT INC nFnavlge et
Have recived a medical examination card?

Az PHT LK HL1I%Re OAPTRIE PHT LK 47 oMy HPLH OFPP A0SR
LH:: PP @LPT 10 AMTY: ¢ o8 e MOt AT addn A @<

Because I was terrified at that time, I faint that time, when the woman was
upset. She gave me some medication paper, she gave me medicine for the
wound.

Mms AL NIFO9 @ (ovlovC NCL hOPF 1@ PUavlovl@m- P (R
LCNPIA LN AALLNPTI°-

In health center anyone who has been examined issued a card, Did you
receive the card or did you not receive it?

hCe AN I PAN NCL9° AN
I have a card, and I have her card

TOPFL I (0P-k
Was it given to you on time?

hCe NANT TH ARATIIPT  HL1ID%ny NAINE NCS ATFT LU-T ARUST 1T T
AN 17 NCE ATFT 10+ ¢tovlav T

I had a card I don't remember because, I was shocked, I don't remember
whether I gave it to her or not, but I gave a card and she was examined

ol 9°7 AaTLPF-
What did the doctor say to you?

(85) ACH UL OC SHPF T+@- 10C ? OAhA ASL7-
(Judge) Did you take her to the doctor? Physically the girl
NANA 8T BN APFT

I took her physicaly and she saw her
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(4%)(judge) o+ S+ UvNTL?
Is the woman the doctor?
h?
Yes

(4%) (judge) ACn LHPF ANL@ MN+PA?
Did you take her in?

AP W7L@-9° APE 9°7 hh LONO7 29°0NC OLP+ ANFAAT OLATFT ALOPTU- NPT
ATEHY TATATU- A 978 L8 D78 BL® PACI 4 WG LANTFO AT

YesYes, in fact, the people said, "What if you give her the certificate you
saw? Why do you say this knowingly, and she said go to Ghandi hospital
and examine and will give you the certificate

PLI° ZANT LHO- mEPO-F INC LAPT NAPA oF 10 7ANT PLH1?
You said that the police arrested Feleke and questioned him. When did the
police arrest him?

Z 00N +mCE BE, 1NL:
I was called and went to the police station,

av’f 1@ ¢tme-rt-

When were you called?

700 A, AmCE NC OL FF 0L 1.¢-CLA Aha0, £A ZA0 MALE 10 hLeCLh he
A LA 10 Rk N3P0 RA@PO-9° hH $E mfET f@- NICHTO:: hi L oL
Pmi mCTO Pmi B&N:: AT @LAOF WOIET IC A@OPt@ RS AT OOT
17 MeQJPT o0 S AP1I0:: W ¢k 10 ke Z00FE A.m@RT 00T OT&T7
AAG A% 10 1A RAPFF@-: :

I was called to the police station. It was a police station downstairs near St.
George Church. I didn't know the name. I went there and they asked me.
Then they called me to the kechene police station and I went to the
kechene. They took him out with the men and we saw him standing in the
mirror at home. When the police asked her to identify him, she showed him
aomong the three boys.

+45¢7 OFL Y Lo RrL.LaNNE N0 11LPT-
Who told you to take the case to court?

T20P (RPN Y1
Objection by the prosecutor
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Wr8¢ OC AL PA@9C DALY BV TLE AmeP ALI09°
It has nothing to do with the case so this question should not be asked

Thahe mad
Attorney

E7°CT R&C10 DAING £CEk 10 Wt LATF@D- AT10CT 100-
Because they reported it, the organization is suing to investigate

(&%) (Judge)- 1@ ant LALT

Who inforce you to sue the defendant?
Wé0 ALPUPT R1&%T NI° KAAU-

How can I be silent while I see it myself

(4%) (judge) - ALNPT 10 PE5T @L AN TN.L-
Did you go to the police station yourself?

A2 A0 0P AP LT ZANT 0L &CHE %8%:: AN aom- avfavig
Attot 38 072F 00T hH AT AT oome AT £F 96907 APm-
AVT@ ATINeF EF0F AMTFO-: : A7LHY ALC10- (LA A%10 ANTFTFm-: :

Yes, my daughter went to the police station. The police went to the
organization. First the men police did not find him, then the women police
went to the organization and asked the organization to give them the picture
of the suspect and then when they showed to her, she said yes he is.

nef9° hodto-

She recognized him in the photo
ne-t 1iLFro-

She told him by his photo

A% LCHT ont 10 PUrIo-

Is it happened in the organization?
Ve

Yes

ACH 14 (OPE AH NF

You were there at the time

AH 0 PAU-P° AT LT

I was not there My daughter was there

ABPT §F PNLTPF-
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Did your daughter tell you?
h?
Yes

hH 770 AL &7 hov LAY T APTLT 10 WILHY PATO 1AA?

Then we went to the police station and she said, "Why did you say that?"
ANL.E-CHTA NANT

She said he threatened me

WHLLLST AET avhha AR NF@M@ KACH 1N5--

Are you there when your daughter separate him from the children in the
queue

A2 0Chr ez Z7AO0 N.L

Yes, I was akechene police station

+hATh &ad +LH 4L het 10 h&CPet 1o ogn o1 10 ¢+ PHD--

Where the defendant was arrested? Where did he come from?

Az AAINCHI® An T+EH L% Az OE INCHh:: 17 GHOTF P84 he&CPHT 10 jo-
HNAm-: :

I was at home when he was arrested. But it is said that they took it from

the organization

Sexual Misconduct Case 2 the Third Witness Testimony

3¢ A0 v Pahc
PAP(0, V1 PS TP P0hZ arhn

NO Prosecutor direct examination Questions and witness answe
1. A2, V- ®/C aPRH Hé APPANCTT 10+ PavAu-t NAPA Loom-(T7 +48 (NHCHC
AGCLNE PALS

?ak’abe higg- w/ro ma?aza zare lomsikkirnat now jomat’t’ahut bilowal
jomat’ubatn guddaj bazrirzr laofridbetu jasraddu

Atorney —w/ro Meaza you said that I came to testify and would you explain

to the court in detail?

PAP(L U1 JPONC- aPBavLe KWGh FRM-AATAT AL

?ak’abe higg miskikr- mad3omarija innate tidewillinnalatft( 1o ine

Prosecutor witness - First, my mother will call me

cv



AP0 V- AP T TP O-?

?ak’abe higg- innatwot mannatfow?

Prosecutor- Who is your mother?

PAL(, U9 PPONC- O/C ANTTH U-A1E PPANC

?ak’abe higg miskikr- w/ro wark’inaf hulattonna miskikr

Prosecutor witness - Mrs. Almaz second witness

AP0, V- L@+ avF 1@-?

?ak’abe higg- gizzew motfe now?

Prosecutor — When is the time?

PAP0, U9 9o0NC- (LT a2l AhA(L AL -

?ak’abe higg miskikr- moaggabit mac’arrofa ?akababi laj now

Attoreny - It is aroun end of March

AF0L V- (07 Gt JPULTH?
?ak’abe higg- basnt ?a.m
Prosecutor - the year?
PAL0, v °0nC- 08
?ak’abe higg miskikr- 08

Prosecutor witness- 08

AP0, V- PHILC @ Gavrt 1@-?

?ak’abe higg- jozondrow ?amat now?
Prosecutor - Is it this year?

PAL0, V1 P°ONC- AP PHILCO-

?ak’abe higg miskikr- 2awo jozondrow

Prosecutor witness - Yes, of course

AP0, V- PH2LCO- 2009?
?ak’abe higg- jozondrow 2009?
Prosecutor — This year 2009?
AP0, U P°ONC- AP

?ak’abe higg miskikr-?awo

Prosecutor witness - Yes, of course

AP0 V- Av-T 9°7 OC 10+ ?

?ak’abe higg- ?ahun min war now?
Prosecutor — what is the current month?
PAL0, U PPANC- AL Ah, LPCH
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?ak’abe higg miskikr- if{i 20ke jik’irta

Prosecutor witness — okay okay sorry

AP0, V- 0% 9°77 OC 10-?

?ak’abe higg- woru min woar now?
Prosecutor- what is th is month?
PALN0, U9 Po0nC- TP

?ak’abe higg miskikr- t’ik’imt

Prosecutor witness — October

AP V91- QARLY 9°7 OC AL 1@+ LLONAPT O/C ANTTH?

?ak’abe higg- silozih min wor laj now jodewalulwot w/ro wark’inaf
Prosecutor- So what month w/ro Almaz didi call?

PAFNL U9 PONC- PO i AN AL

?ak’abe higg miskikr-maggabit mac’arafa ?akababi laj

Prosecutor witness - Around the end of March

AP0 V- O G.9°

?ak’abe higg-sint ?a.m
Prosecutor — the year?

PPN, V91 9o0inc- 2009 E.C
?ak’abe higg miskikr-2009 E.C

Prosecutor witness — 2009 E.C

85 - av oL+ 2009 19 ADLLNTIP

Dappa- March 2009 E.C ?aldarasem

Gudge - We haven't arrived in March 2009 yet
PAZN, V9 °OhC- &PCH 2008 E.C

?ak’abe higg miskikr- jik’rita 2008 E.C

Prosecutor witness - Sorry 2008 E.C

12.

AF0L U9- 97 WAPT dh LO-AD- OHY $7?
?ak’abe higg- min ?alwot silk dowlaw bazih k’an?

Prosecutor- on thi day, what did she say on the phone?

AP0, U PONC- T8 PEAAAU- AL? 18 AATYE 997 1@+ QAT 18 PEAAAD- 1€ OFFA™Y Al
0% OL Ad. L& FMAGAT 18 LS00 A0TH:: Avr? 0128 AL hOhL 9IRS AhO(. AL
PATAT NAA ANTH: AL N% AP0 PATAT NAA OL F4P AhO(. PAD- AMA color 10-::

AAT° 977 PPIT 1@ AAE AFTICIPE RO 1870 ALCT0 M@EFT AL ANTICI NATAT
AVTR: hH ANFP O0F AmePT QA QA% 9°7 U 10+ APAD: ORPTE P f

ALNOA T A0NNONT AT ET NN 1@< 8Y, 0904 &8 DT ANTY
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?ak’abe higg miskikr- gud hoppelfalohu lidze naj ?alatft{in. min now silat?
Gud hoppelfalohu ngj sitlon iffi bijje wads iss“a hedk’un. tammalfalat(t{ n9j
diraflinn ?alatftfinn. ?2ahun sihed ijat iski mahs’an“a ?akababi laj k’iltilt
bil¥al 2alatftfin. iffi bije sajow Kk’iltilt bil"al wads tafawa ?akababi jallow lela
kolor now. samrije min honaf now ?alk“at ?attinagorm, iski badonb ?adrigof
t'gjK’ijat lo ine ?alnagerm billappalat| ?alstftfin.kozza lobtfowa woasdze
lit’gjjik’at sil samrje min honaf naw ijjalku sit’sjk’at, k’ass bijje ijjagbabah"at

itn bilon now. dani jommibal dirdzit wist’ ?alatfin.

Prosecutor's witness - She said to me, I have humiliated, “come my
daughter” and I agreed and went to her. She said, she is sick, "come on."
When I went, she told me that it is reddish around her uterus. When I saw ,
It's reddish but around her lap there is another color. I asked her what
happened to you? She does not to speak, and my mother told me not tell to
her. Then I took her alone and asked her what was wrong with her and
slowly, I persuading her, the she told me the boy was called Dani did

something wrong in the organization.

13.

AP0 V- &CPE 917 07104 102

?ak’abe higg-dirdzitu mann jomibal now?
Atorney — what is the name of the organization?
AP0, V9 P0hC- Save Heven ?91.04 1@+

?ak’abe higg miskikr- sev hevon jomibal now

Prosecutor witness It's called Save Heven

14.

AP, V- O 10+ PTLTT O

?ak’abe higg- jot now jomigonow?
Prosecutor — where is it?

AP0, V9 PONC- 1750

?ak’abe higg miskikr- ginfile

Prosecutor witness- it is around Ginfile (name of lace)

15.

AP0 vI- heahto-?
?ak’abe higg- kiflokotomaw?

Prosecutor- sub-cty?
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AP0 U9 PONC-hi4
?ak’abe higg miskikr-?arada

Prosecutor witness - Arada

16.

AP, V- 0L87

?ak’abe higg- worada?
Prosecutor — Woreda?

PAP(, U 9°ANC- 8 PANT @PCH

?ak’abe higg miskikr- 8massalon jik’irta

Prosecutor - I think Woreda 8, I'm sorry

AP0, V- WAL 977 0A 1ETPTT?
?ak’abe higg- iffi min bila naggoratftfiwot?
Prosecutor - What did she say to you?

AP0, V9 PONC- UL AONT7 PP A@- 10T AA A28 QAT AP ANTT: 7167 A0hT7 AAT:

A%99%, ATICT ANTY AP 7167 AfAPAN: 10+ AP Pt AL AATHE AH ATFT @A 909
PUNANT AA AT AH 9290 (AE ATLE @My ANT: 2L5%7 AomNP AT Ad P70 N4
AL, OINC AN ANT Ak AL B> N BCART OL TNPD- (C ALCL OLH ML AL +I9PF
oL a1t &7 Al 10+ AAT:: A25%7 10 e P+ ANT Av-T NFST 1I0CH ANT SBC
QLA ANT AH 0 AL NAAR oo PP APG ALCT PHY AS héT AFT ASCH

LHY O AP (k10 hH (4 AL OLOLTE 110+ sorTy AAD AL OLDL™E

?ak’abe higg miskikr- Samirje ibakkif johona sow jonokakaf ?allo inde? silat
?awo

?alotftfin. nigorin ibakkif silat immami lingor{ Z?alatftfin ?wo nigorin
ijjalok’asku now sic’ak’ac’kat iffi ?alatftfin. izza intin wist’ migb jomibalabat
?allo ?alotftfin izza migb baltfe ?andspa wat’t’ahu ?alst{. g“adopajen
lomat’abak’ itat{ ?alls Jot’bak’a baru laj wonbar ?alls ?alatf issu laj k’uc’c’ bije
dzorbajen wadot’bok’aw  bor ?adrige wodoza wodolaj tomariwot|
wodomimat’ubat fiten ?azurre now ?alatf. g¥adonajen now jomt’abk’at ?alatf,
?ahun bitftfajen nobarku ?alatf, c’irr bil"al ?alstf, izza botalaj keoh"alaje
moat’to ik’k’if ?adrigo jizon wados t’ibak’a betu goba koazza sofa laj warawoaran,

sori ?alga laj worowoaran.

Prosecutor - Selam please tell me yes if someone touches you, then she said
yes, I said tell me please then she asked me mammy can I tell you? I said yes
please I was crying and when I pressed her, she said yes. She told me there is

a place that they had a meal, and she said I ate my meal and went out first
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and there is a chair at the door of the guard and I was waiting my friend, as I
sat down and placed my back against the door of the guard, I was alone and
no one is around there. Then he came up behind me and grabbed me and
grabbed my mouth and went into the security room and then threw me on

the sofa sorry to the bed.

AP0 V- AD\D 10+ (040 1A P71LTF0?

?ak’abe higg-?alga now sofa now bila jonoagorat(t(if?
Attoreny - Did she tell you it was a Sofa or a bed?
AP0, VI PONC- ADD

?ak’abe higg miskikr-?alga

Prosecutor witness - it was a bed

19.

AP0, U9- AL
?ak’abe higg- iffi
Prosecutor — then

PAPNL U PANC- AAD T AND AR OLOCLTT AAD AR NOLOLT (AA FetT AT T7ET A@-0$
OLOL D

P17 (16 NP KQLT AT AON A4 ThH AA% AR 57T hAR AR NHE (%A ATLHY ATLHY 1Y
?ak’abe higg miskikr- ?alga, ?alga laj worowoaron, ?algalaj kowarswoaran

boh"ala tajten inna panten ?awlik’o warowarow jrasun suri zik’ ?adoarags inna
iska igru

?adoragow,kozza ilajelaj tonna kstapna boh“ala indazih indoazih nokkan

Prosecutor witness - He threw me on the bed after he threw me on a bed, He
threw my tights and pants and put down his pants and lay down to his feet,

then lay on me, touched me like this after sleeping

20.

AP0 UI- OF°F 1@+ Ot (9P 10+ 17T A PP T?

?ak’abe higg- bomnu naw nakkan bila jonagaratftfiwot
PAP, VI PPONC-NT7F v TF @+ AT

?ak’abe higg miskikr- bafint mafpaw ?alatftfin
Witness — She told me that by the urinary tract

21.

A2, V- AL
?ak’abe higg- iffi
Prosecutor - then

AP0, Vo PPONC-H L OO hitt ALLLCT Ahhh NAD: AOM@-:: NOMND- (1A L9907 Ad,
ATAATYE DH ALLIMOTY A& AhL AMTT ANTE Ad OPHD 407 MET & PALY £919° P41 A0
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means..

?ak’abe higg miskikr-kozza wado wist’ kitt sijadorg ?a?a?a sil ?awat’aw.
Kawat’aw boh“ala dommabpn is“a indalatftfin, koza sidomabn soft lo ine
sot’on ?alotftf issum bojazow jorasun t’arago, inen dogmo t’irogi ?alon
t’arogku.

Then he pushed inside, he took it out. After he took it out, she said I was
bleeding As and the he gave me a towel, he wiped his his own, and I wiped

mine

22.

AP, V- P17 10+ el 1T @-?

?ak’abe higg-minun now jot’aragoat(t{iw?
Prosecutor - What she did wipe?

PAL0 U PPONC- LTI LATOT METTE
?ak’abe higg miskikr- domabn jalot{tfiw

Prosecutor witness- Prosecutor witness- She wiped the blood

23.

PAL0, VT - AL
?ak’abe higg- iffi
Attorey- then....

PAL0L VI PPONC- Lo 9°F ARYT 10+ AT @bt T1C I0C 198> AT&HY NA AAPThE Lov-
W 10 hNTYE RETT 10 OPA@- AdnT AP AATT
?ak’abe higg miskikr- domu min ?ajnat now ?alk"at, warak’st nagor nabar

nac’c’ indozih bila ?asajjotftfin, domu ihe now ?alatftfin ihenn now jajjofw
?alk“at ?awo ?alat(tfin
Prosecutor witness - I asked her what kind of blood it was? it was white

paper and she told me, is this the blood ? She said yes

24.

PAPNL VT - OA NAG AAMPPATI® (OP+F A% LI° 10 ORANT?
?ak’abe higg- silo kaloru ?alt’sjok’fatm bowok’tu ithe dom now wgj bilaf?
Prosecutor- Didn't you ask her about the color of the blood?

AL U PONC- MPPT  AIPCE L9° Ah ALHWY ALYt 10? AAT AP A% 10+ ANTTY g
AATY NP:: NH NOGT P-(r7 M1 A7 Mée 2 H Ak A9° 8% 10+ AL h&Fo-d 8Y,
10ez PO hH (VFPUCT O AAPRT@-PD- 8Y, 1@+ QI ANLS T L9 (1FG16 AAPD- DR.IP

ARG,
?ak’abe higg miskikr- t’gjok’k"at samrije dom iko indazih naw? silat 2awo ihe
now ?alatftfin nac’c’ ?asajotftfin boak’a. kazza basoft jorasun t’aroge joinen

t’aroku, kozza joine sim dani now iffi inditawki dani now. jaw izza botmihrt
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bet silomtawk’sw dani new bilo ?asrodat dogmo bitnagori lolak’aw wajm
linnatf

Prosecutor witness- I asked her, is this how a blood is? She said yes, she
showed me white. Then with the napkin he wiped his own and I wiped mien.
Then he said my name is Danny, because you know her at school, and if you

speak up, tell to Lakew or your mother ..

25.

AP0, V9 - AP@- TN@-?
?ak’abe higg- lak’ow mannaw?
Prosecutor — who is lakew?

PAP(, U PONC- APD- &CEF 00T AZET P717hahA 102 ANEE T4 Thedt DAAD- PO

AA(: FG1S AAP@D+ DRI° AWGTF @EI° AZAN TGI8 ABN7 @L A ANd 184 10-
P99LCNT e AT AAT::

?ak’abe higg miskikr- lak’aw dirdzdzit wist’ lid3zotfun jominkabakab naw. la
lidzotftfu t'ru tikurat sillalow jaw la issu bitnagori lalak’aw wojm lo innatf
wajm lopolis bitnagori id3dzifn wado h*¥ala ?assire giddil now jommadorgif
bilo 2alon ?alatftf.

Prosecutor witness- He is the one who takes care of the kids in the
organization, because he has a good interest in the kids. If you tell to him or

tell your mother or the police, I hold your hand backwards and kill you.

26.

PALOL U - hH 1BA PO O BHTF 10 PATOT BLM- hRTOFA ACO?

?ak’abe higg- kozza boh“ala t'ibok’a bet jizon gobba jalotftfiw ?ajtowatal
irso?

Attoreny - then victim said he took me to the security room and have you
seen the place what she was saying?

PAL0, U PONC- AP (1A AH 0F AL AT WZANNE AT3L 1@< 01 ANSIP AP ATIET

0, A7FT K0P F+: o 1@+ SHA 210@+ AFAT: AHY OC 10+ PtPovtne-ti AHLY 10+ hé,Y
ART APE ASCT POLOLTII® AAID- WY 10 NA AJALT AFAU-

?ak’abe higg miskikr- ?awo izza bota laj issun filloga kapolisotftfu gar sihed
sinolbonawa?ak’fa ?angot“an boras“a intin ijjot’sk’k’stft{at, jot now jizof
jogobbaw sittilat, izzih gar now jotok’k’omatkut, izzih now ?afen ?afno ik’k’f
?adrigo jowarowworan ?algawm ihew now bila sittasajat ?ajitft{alohu.

Prosecutor witness- Yes I have seen that when we go with the police Officers
the psychologist asked victim, the victim said ‘this is where he grabbed me

and threw me on the bed’
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27.

AP0, V1 - 1NCTH N0F@- ?

?ak’abe higg- nabbar| babotaw?

Attoerney - Were you there?

PAP(L U9 PPONC-AP 10CH hZ7A0FE 2C A hA7FSE OC 1NChe::

?ak’abe higg miskikr- 2awo nabbarku kapolisotfu gar nobbarku

Prosecutor witness — yes I was their with the police officers

28.

PAP0, V- H (hA o 0+ HhAT 40T NANAI® PETF@- NI PAPT@- oo j@+ (1AhA
POF@- oo 102

?ak’abe higg- kozza boh"ala moatfe now tokassaf falak’an barakal jajjotftfiw
motfe now?

Prosecutor — and then when did she see him physically and when did she
identify a name of the defendat, Feleke?

PAPN, U °ONC- NANA 070 A7H7... 1@< 700 NLE A&7 87 L hQ, ATaeCT
AAVT APONCTE AATPTLAT = ATT 7 AH 10+ ATALD- £OT@-::

?ak’abe higg miskikr- bo ?akal jajjotftfiw intin mannow polis t’abija, inpan
jot’arrun gizze iss“a litmort’ silohona lomsikrinat silomtifallogu nu jalatft{in
k’an izza now sitlojow jajjot(tfiw.

Prosecutor witness — Personaly she saw him....at polis station, the time when
they called us they said she is going to identify the defendat so you are

witnesses.

290.

AP0, V1 - (FFARD- 977 1A 10 PAPTF@- ?

?ak’abe higg- sitlojow man bila now jalajjotftfiw ?
Prosecutor — How she identified?

AP0, VI PONC- 9°7 ?

?ak’abe higg miskikr- min?

Prosecutor witness — what ?

30.

AP0, V1 - 997 NA APTFO- ?
?ak’abe higg- man bila lojjot(tfiw?
Prosecutor- How she identified?

AP, U 9°ANC- NaPBasP WILH A 10+ AhL 1141757 18 L8 AG AARTE: 7.0 AG AAL™T

AT A8 A% AATIY® AAFTFD AZALVED K07 ANF OLH OALD-F NH A1(v7 havaF@- hAu-7
Ok 10+ DALY OO AAtE A% 10 AAFT 7700, A7LHY APTT: Wt PAF@- APT LCelm-
nc::

Prosecutor witness - In the first place She said it to me, they said her come
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on and show me, touch and show me and she said no, to the police? took her
there alone and brought them and asked her who is the criminal? And she

showed this one, by touching him to the police

3l AP0 VI -07F 104 CANCTE #7C 2
?ak’abe higg- sint nabboaru jaisroppot(tfu k’'ut’r ?
Prosecutor - How many were the prisoners?
PAL0, V1 P°0NC- (19>t 5 LS
?ak’abe higg miskikr- bagmit 5 jihonallu
Prosecutor witness - Approximately 5

32. AP0, U9 -ATL
?ak’abe higg- iffi
Prosecutor- Okay...then
PAPN, U PPONC- aPEavgP W 10 AAFT PP W% 1@ AAFTT hH A% 10 0FAT AP
AAFFE M Qoo 9@ QAP FATE dAP AAFTE DH ARG, A7HET handOF (BA A% AR 1A
KG9 A7 Navmet (AAE A28 81 (PR ANTNZ A% AASGTE 4CE 1P 4% 10 (9% Ah NACTA
AHE QAHY 4.CT 10+ K78, 40P 102 A1 A0 307 TOP LA A APPAU- U7 QANLLCTT 10
?ak’abe higg miskikr- modzomorija ihe now ?alstftfat k’at’t’ilo ihe now
?alotftfat, kezza ihe now sittilat 2awo ?alatftfat, kozza simu mannow salamije
sittilat, folok’s ?alotft{at, kozza iss“a intinun koc’c’arasat| bohvala iju iju
tobalo ippam ?ajjon kommorat’st| boh*“ala. inde samri dani sitji ?alnabarom
inde? ?alnat fortfew nowa dani now sime ikko bilonnal izza, silozzih foritftfe
now indzi falok’s now. izza sev hevon t'ibok’a sisora ikko ?ajowalshu gin
silasforarran now
Prosecutor witnees — the police asked Selam to identify the one who raped
her and she identified the defendat, then the police asked her the name of
the defendat and she answered Feleke. After that we invited to see the
defendat then we asked her you said Dani the name of the defendat

33 AP0 U - 9°7 MO 102 A PRCEE 10+ ?

?ak’abe higg- jomn t’bbok’a now issu jodrid3dzitu now?
Prosecutor- is he the guard of the organization?

AP0 U9 PONC- AP PRCPE

?ak’abe higg miskikr- 2awo jodridzdzitu

Prosecutor witness — Yes, the guard of the organization
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34. AP, V9 - P°7 AT 10+ PAT QAP N&CEE OC had 207 OC “I0T 102
?ak’abe higg- min joginpunat now jallat selam kadridzdzitu gar ko sev hevo
gar malat now?
Prosecutor - What relationship does Selam have with Seve Haven
Organization?
AP, U1 FPONC- AAT® TTFER PO hGh PO Al LH A7 ATINATIC e, h7HT QAT A
LA KG AGAFICANT NAD AH NACAT avdh 0ozt
?ak’abe higg miskikr-selam gininpunot jalt innate jaw bizu gize iss“an
lomastmar waoc’i intin silat innasu dogmo ippa innastomrfalon bilow izza
bairdata moalk jastomr*atal.
Prosecutor witness - My mother, often has the cost of teaching her, and the
organization teach her in the form of help.

35 AP0, U9 - 2877 10+ 0TLFAF A ?

?ak’abe higg- mindin now jomitftfiluat izza?
Prosecutor - What do they support her?

PAPN, V9 9°ANC- 92907 FNANT AH T/ PO« Ath AfNde PATIPZ AT ASC AT OC 15

P PLCAFD- 0o PapVFMD- hA:: 9P FnPINT QALY hGAD POFIPZFA:T (TG
PavANG F\::

?ak’abe higg miskikr-migb*“an tibolalat{ izza timhrit bet jaw innasu ijjokafalu
jastomr“atal, ?adar inna gar noatftf, jommijadorsatfow jommijasat’atfow ?alls.
Migb tit'ok’ommaloatft| sillasem koflow jastomr“atal, basaratappam

jammpalals“atal.

Prosecutor witness - She eats her food there and they teach her and cover the
cost and the organization is teaching her at Trinity school, she lives with us,
she uses food and there is a worker who is traveling from home to school

and school to home.
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Annex 4 Court Room Observation Checklist

CaseName: Charges:
Types of the
Testimony
Date of Testimony: Bench:
No Activities Yes(V) If No why? Notes
Freedom of the Suspect
1 | Did the defendant been able to
defend himself freely?
2 | Did the defendant not pressured
when he give a testimony to
defend the charge?
3
Freedom of the Prosecutor /
Attorney Witness During Direct
Examination
1 | Has the witness been asked
appropriate questions based on the
theme?
2 | Was he pressured to testify outside
the record theme?
3 | Did the witness show a fear when
giving a testimony?
4 | Did the questions qualify the

criteria of direct examination

questions?

Freedom of the Prosecutor /
Attorney Witness During Direct

Examination
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Did the witness show a fear when

giving a testimony?

Did the questions qualify the
criteria of cross examination

questions?

During the cross-examination, do
the lawyer / prosecutor make a

seemingly intimidating question?

Will the lawyer use the cross-
examination to win the case or to
establish the truth?

Language of the suspect/witness

Is it presumed that the defendant

or witness Amharic L1 speaker?

Do the defendant / witness have

difficulty speaking Amharic?

Could not properly answer the

question due to age or illness?

When the witness speaks in
Ambharic, are there any signs that

Ambharic is his second language?
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Annex 5 Permission Letter of the Court
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