Interactive Radio for the ICC and Target Communities
No one can dispute the power of radio in Africa.  It is used by humanitarian and civil society NGOs, as well as the UN and governments, to promote everything from condoms and mosquito nets to registering to vote. In Rwanda in 1994, a single radio station played a frighteningly effective role in encouraging people to kill their neighbors. Today in the DRC Radio Okapi, a collaboration between the Swiss Agence Hirondelle and MONUC, has contributed enormously to civil society by providing reliable and relatively unbiased information to the entire country, news which most Congolese had no access to a couple of years ago. 
So, radio is powerful. Justice however, especially in regions which are reeling from the most extreme destruction and violence a society can inflict on its self, is a very slippery subject. ‘Informing’ the public that justice has arrived will not be particularly effective. At least not for the ICC in the DRC, Uganda, or Sudan.  Too many questions, too many sides and too many interests make it impossible to impose a set of standards on people without taking into consideration the cultural and political implications of that imposition.  In Aru, in the north of Ituri DRC, for example, the arrest of war lords by the military is viewed with suspicion and resentment. “Why are our people arrested and ‘held hostage’ in Kinshasa, when other rebels now hold titles in the military and government”?  Who will answer this question? And if these people view justice as selective, will rule-of-law ever get any respect? What about the role of victims at the ICC?  How will these communities get information about participating in trials, and how will they take part in the on-going debate about what constitutes a victim in the eyes of the Court?  If they are not involved in this debate, will they be engaged enough to make full use of this dramatic evolution in international justice the ICC offers?  

The ICC runs a great risk when it starts to indict. If it chooses not to discuss how choices are made, the possibility for justice rendered in The Hague to have any long term effect locally gets very small indeed. The How and Why behind indictments, as well as the trial process itself, are not indisputable givens in these places - a conversation is needed.  How will these two vastly different cultures – war torn Ituri and that of the ICC in The Hague, get to talk with each other, and learn how to work with each other?
If used with care, radio can create a dialog which strives to make full use of what the ICC has to offer these communities. A channel of communication between the ICC and target communities made by radio can breathe life and substance into the ideals of the Rome Statue, so that people can make an informed choice whether or not they want to respect, support and participate in the justice the ICC offers them.  For that, radio needs to be used interactively.  
In a post-conflict and traumatized society radio should be used to inform and to ease citizens into trusting information and their right to expression, without leading them into an interchange that can easily explode with fear and hatred.  While the ICC is just starting to have a presence in a region, pre-recorded talk shows which are interactive in presentation are recommended.
The prerecorded talk show is excellent for allowing two groups to talk with each other, with the protective buffer of time and space which allows each side the chance to process what the other says, and formulate responses which move the dialog forward.  Journalists who are trusted on both sides of the ‘conversation’ as neutral intermediaries relay between the two – recording questions from citizens, relaying questions and recording responses from the ICC, and then broadcasting the ‘conversation’ in languages everyone involved can understand.  The project Interactive Radio for Justice which has been running in Ituri since June follows this model, and it is clear that as the series progresses authorities are becoming more at ease with being questioned (by citizens they are not accustomed to being answerable to), and  people’s questions are becoming more sophisticated.
Once there is a minimum level of trust between the communities and the Court, live talk radio could be extremely popular because it allows each group to experience the other in an immediate sense.  This forces each side to interact with the other as individuals, learning each others’ mannerisms and style. It is through this immediate dialog that rapport can be established and citizens can feel they are ‘on the same team’ as those at the Court in establishing respect for law in their society. In order for this exchange to be productive however, there must be some common understanding, and language barriers cause problems for live recording.  
Once ICC presence is well established and people are informed enough to develop commentary about the Court, discussion and magazine programming on the ICC is possible.  Local experts and community members, such as victim-associations, can voice their concerns and ideas during an entire program, and the Court’s representatives and international experts can do so as well.  Once the Court is established in people’s awareness there is room for responsible editorial programming that doesn’t necessarily have all sides of a question represented, because the public is informed enough to listen and make up their own minds about what they want to take from it as ‘truth’.

Interactive radio is an excellent tool which the ICC should make use of as it embarks on what will probably be a long-term presence in these regions. But acknowledgment that the Court needs to process the concerns of these communities as they work there, so that the norms and requirements of international justice can take root and become part of these societies’ consciousness, is the first step.
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