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REQU•:ST FOR SUBMISSIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 33(8) 

Office of the Prosecutor: 
Wallace Kapaya 
Charity Kagwi-Ndungu 
Sylver t-:tukanrnzina 
Gina Butler 
l~kandar bmail 
Jane Mukangira 

Defence Counsel: 
John Philpot 
Peter Zaduk 



Reques1 r:n S11hm1sswns eurrnan/ To Rule 33(8) 9 Nm·ember 20()6 

I. Tl ,e Prosecution closed its case on 28 .lune 2006. The Deb1ce commenced the 

pi ~sentation of its case on 30 October 2006. On 31 Octnher 200',, following receipt of 
th: Appeuls Chamher ruling excluding the testimony of Mr M i,·hel Bagaragaza in its 
ertirety, 1 the Parties moved for an adjournment in order to co sider their respective 
C( urscs of action. The Prosecution filed its Motion to re-open ils case and for the re• 

h1 ar/ng nf Mr. Micl1el Bagaragaza. 2 The Defence Rcspons;~· ha-; hccn filed.
3 

2. T 1e Prosecution submib in its Motion that Mr. Michel l·:agaragaza·s security 

c,-ncerns have not changed since its migin<1I rnotion.
4 

3. T 1e Chamber directs the Registrar to make written submissions regarding the 

p, 1ssibility of adopting sufficient security measures to make lt p:issible for Mr. Michel 
R1garagaza to testify in Arusha, to be filed confidentially and eY pnrte. 

THE CHAMBER HEREBY DIRECTS the Registrar to tile the submissions pursuant t<) 

Rule 33( i) as soon as possible. 

1 ''Decisi( n 011 lntel'locutory Appeal rendered by the Apreal;; Chamhcr", 30 Octohcr 2006. 
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i .. Prcsec itor's Joint Motion for Re-opening of lhi.: Prosecutio11 Case (made wider Rules 54, 73 and 85 of the 
Ruks of Jrocedun;: and Evidence and Appeals Chamber· Decision dated 30 Octo·,er 2000) and Requests for 
Reconsid ,ration or tht' T1·ial Ch~nihcr Dcci~ion datc<l .) I .lanm1ry 2006 011 th..: 1t:,1ring or \Vitm:~s Michel 
Bugarng<1 '.a via Vh.k:o Cont'e1,·11e..: (111:ide rurn.11rnt to Ruk ?Jbis(EJ ol the Ruk,; o Procedt11·e 1111d [•:\ idcnccr·. 
tiled on ( Novemher 2006 (th-: ··Motion··). 
1 ··Respo1 se to Prnsecutor's Joint Motion for Re-opening of the Prosccut1011 ( 'asc (1 adc under Rules 54. 73 ,md 
85 of th, Ruic~ of f'rm:cJuic <111J Evidem:e and Appeals Chamber Decision d.1ted 30 October 2006) and 
Requests fo1· Rt:cm1silkr;l[ion of 1hc Triut Cham her Dcci,11111 dmcd 3 I ,l,mm1r: ~()() ·. ,ln the: l karmg oi' \Vitnc~~ 
Micbt:I E agarngna via Video Conference (made pllrsuant to Ruic 73bis(E) of •he Rules or l'roccdure und 
Cvidence I and Molit111 to Conlinuc Triu)"'. tilc<l on 7 Nove111ber 2006 (the "Response,"']. 
~ Motim1 para. 29. 
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