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INTRODUC'TIOJ\ 

1. This Decision concerns two Motio!ls brought by the Defence for \fr 
81camun1paka requesting lhat 1l1c Chamber set aside the pro1cc11ve mca.sures for eight (8j 
wotncs,es In 1he first \fotion. !he Defence requests tha! the Chamber se! aside the 
proicctiH nwasures. except for tile me~sures listed in paragraph (j). for six 16) w,tncsses: 
LJ.I, OK-1, "-JC;.1. JS-L cc.\ and CE-1. 1 Th~ [)efence sub,rnt, that these witnesses 
wish to tcstifv ,.mprotcctcJ tinder their true jdenlitics. am! do not fear rcpnsals, and 
suprorts this ·si1bin1ss;on with the 1worn srnterncnl from Defence Co-Counsd to this 
effect.' The Prosecutwn does 1101 oppose the hrsl Defence Motion ' 

2. In the Second \1otion, the Defence fur Mr H,camumpaka requests that the 
Chamber se! aside (he prOleCHve mca.sures, again excepting paragraph U). for two (2) 
",tncsscs: OC-1 and :,.;E-2.' S"orn staterncnls from OC. J and NE-2 have hcen annexed 
!o the Second Motion. These statements express (l) their desire thal the protective 
measures be Ji/led, and (ii) their ""arencss that their identities and the fac1 that they have 
tcstilied will be pnhlicly available as a rcsuh of the \\aivcr' The Prosecution did not 
1cspond to the Second Defonce Motion 

l}ISCIJSSION 

3. 1 he Chmnbcr Jcc·ides these Motions pursuant to Rules 54, 6'1, and 75 ofl)1e Rules 
of Procedure and f:vi<lcncc. Ruk 75 (l) upl,,:itly authori,es the Chamber or a Judge of 
lhe ("hmnflcr ,o rescind. vary or augment extant proteciive measures at !he request of the 
parties 

4. Pursuam to a prior Decision of this Chamber, the \\ilness prnlcction measures 
presently Ill 1iJ1cC apply to all potential Defence \V,tnesscs for :V1r flicamumpaka 
nominated 10 the Witness and Victim Support Section of the Registry \\VVSS) in 1hc 
proper fom1at.'' 

5. Regarding the FirM Mozjon, which is based on the sworn statement of Defenc<' 
Co-Counsel for ).\r Bicamumpaka, the Chamber infonnally inquired whether WVSS had 
a11~ ob1cction to the wj1hdra"al of protective measures for these "itncs.se.s. !n,tially. 
\VVSS cxp,cssed no ohJedion to Ifie requested withdrawal ot protective measures. Bue, 
hy e-mail dated 8 Octoher 2007, a reprcsentaln'c of \VVSS ,nformcd the Chamber and 
(he Ddi:ncc for \·1r Hicamumpaka ihat, upon arnval in Arusha, W11ncsscs CL-L CC-1, 
and MG-I ilad rcconSJdercd their dccLsion and now refused 10 waive iheor protern,·e 
-----------
' \-1oc,on b) Ode,ida,it fltcs.m,mr•ks '" \'ary P,n1,c\Hln Measure, fo, Cmarn Oekt1ce \l',rnc,""' filcJ 25 
~epteo,b,·, 2007 ( "hrst Mouo11··1. 
: .-\trnc, A 10 '11e ()donce ~lo<w'1 .. ~mJa,H of /'hrl1ppc l.aR.,chdle da,eJ '/5 September 2IJ07 
' l'ro,w,wT, Kespon,c to Jerome l!ic•m"mp,~a·s \-!oaron ,o V,ry Protect1<m ),1cas,nes fo1 Ccrt>in 
llefencc' W,11w»«. foled 26 Soplember 2007 
• M""'"' b) lkfendanl B1camu1npab lo \'ary l'rn1ecBot1 Mc.,urc, for Ccrtam Dcfenn· W,1ncsscs, f,lcd 5 
Oc,obcr 2r;,rn ( ·<;c-cond MoHo""), 
' \nnO'es .~ & 8 m ilw Sc..:onJ Dcfrnco Mo110n (Conftdenrial), riled j October 1001, 
'/'rn,n-,,1o1·, R""'"'""Y ,,1 al, lkc1Sion o~ !erom,, !l1camurnpab"s \lotion for Prok'crion of Defence 
\\",rnc,<cs. l' lune 1005. 
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measures. The Charnhcr "ill. therefore, con~idcr the First Motion only with regard lo 

wnncsse,; OK-1, LJ-1, and JS-1. Based <m the indication from Co-Counsel for Mr 
!licamumpaka I hat the aforementioned wi1ncsses do no( require the T rihunal's protection, 
and the lack of ohJectir>n by WVSS. the Chamber is prepared (0 cancel the protective 
measures for witnesses OK-!, lJ-1, and JS-I. 

6. Regar<ling tbc Second "'folion, wlttch i.s based on the si1,'Iled statements of 
\\1tnesscs OC"-l and };lo-2, the Chamber is sat»fied that these w,mcsses arc aware of the 
consequences c,f (heir d~><:jsion lo tcsut}' openly. The Chamber will therefore cancel the 
protect11c measure, for witnesses OC-1 and NE-2. Paragraph (j), which obliges the 
Pro.seculor to arrange contacts wi(h Defence witnesses through the Defonce, shall remain 
in frncc for all witncs.ses. 

FOR TIIESE REAS0:0-S, lhc Chamhct 

GR -\NTS the l'i, st 0-fotoc,n 1n pa, t: 

DF.'.I.IES rl,c remainder of the First Mmiun, 

GRA;"<;TS the Sctond Motions, and 

CA'.\CF.I.S th~ W,tnes, Protcc!ion Orders for Wi1ncsscs 
:--:E-2, ~a,·c tor paragraph()), which shall rcmam in force. 

ctc,be, 2007 

Prcs1dmg fodge 

18 Ol'lnhcr 200i 

Le~ Gacwga :i.iuthoga 
Ju/,gc 

[Seal of the ·1 ribunal] 
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