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INTRODl:CTIO:>, 

I. On 19 March 2004 the Chamber rendered a decision on a Prosecution Motion 10 
change and e,tend the protective measures accorded to \'ictims and ,,.,messe.s. The Chamber 
held that the Defence must receive authori,ation from the Chamber and consent from lhe 
protected "itncss before it could enter into contact \\ith" protected Prosecution Witnes.s 1 

2. Wilne,; G,\ P tcoti ficd for the Prosecution which cln.sed its case on 7 December 2006. 
The Defence for Bizimungu (the Defence) started it, case on 16 April 2007. On 2 October 
2007. the Defence filed the present moTLon requesting the Chamber·s perm»sion to contact 
Prosecution Witness GAP' The basis for the request stems from information provided h~ 
Peter Robinson, T ,ead Counsel for Joseph J\;.irorera, who is an A~cused 1n another case 
hcfore the Tribunal. Mr. Robinson gave affidavits, annc~cJ to lhe Defence motion, slating 
that he met with Witness GAP "ho suppo.scdly admitted to having falsely accused '.'Jzirorern 
of holding meetings with authorities at N£irorcra · s mother· s house. 3 Mr. Robinson added that 
GAP would be willing to meet Counsel for H171mungu:' The Prosecution opposes lhe 
\1otion.' 

DELIBER..1,.TIONS 

J_ r.ach party has the right lo inlcrvic" a potential witness.'' fhe lJdence in panicular 
may ha~c a legitimate interest in interviewing a Prosecution "itness in order to properly 
prepare its case.' Requests to meel a witness of the opposing pany arc generally made before 
the witness's testimony in court.' In assessing the request. the Chamber considers whether 
the moving party has aniculated good rcasnns. "hich are nu\ necessarily limited to the need 
lo prepare an effective cross-examination The right to interview a "itness is nol however, 
without limitation.' The Chamber must. in particular. ensure that there ,s no interference with 
the co11rse of justice 

4. The {'ham her notes that parngraph 22 or the Indictment ,v rekrs !O Nlm,rera as one of 
the alkgcJ co-conspirators to commit genocide. Paragraph 29 alleges that he held meetings 
at hi, hou;c with Hi1imungu. Ka1elijeli and others for the purpose of devising a strategy to 
fight the Tutsis. 

' /)Jc,;wn s,,r /u Req1<icfe J,, l'n1,u1~,,, u~, fin., J,, muJ,/icu/w/1 ,•/ d',,_<1,0.,wn d,•., me,i.r,•1 d,• pro1,•,·1,011 ,ks 
,-,c11me< <Id,•., 1,•moms, l 9 March 2004 para. (f}, 

' "Reqri,'tc e11 ewCme wgem, de /~ 1/i!fem, du (;Ji,fra/ A11gu.11tn 8icmm,a11" afi" de ,·m11u,wr el ,k '"'~""'"" 
le T,! moii, ( ;,I /' .. 
' /bu/ 
'"'""" I of the Motion 
' · 1/Jron<e du f'ro.:emil' G la · //e~ufle ,•,r e\/rJm,• 1trgcm, de '" l!e/;n.,e ,Ju r ,,.,m,I Au~"-"'" H,C1m1mgu afi11 
J,- nmlm.'l<r N ,le re,~·onl>"C' le 7'imoin <.Ai' · 
' /'ro,m,ion \fil, \I, k,i,._ ,:; ase '\n 11 .9j. l.l'l-AR7J, l>cci;,nn on I kfrn,·a lntorl<XULOC) _,\ppeal 011 
l ommunicauon "ith Polen<,al WHne""' "!"the Oppo,itc Part) (A("). 1() fol} 200), 
· i'T<,se<r/for ,- S~(e, 1/al,lmx l 1-01·4~·A.R7J. 1Jcm1<•n on the 1,s,unce nl Suhp"rn" (AC). 21 June 21){14, 

I"'•'- 14. 
l'rom """ ,, \'J,nd1/,y1mana Cl al .. l)cmion ,m Sog.1hocu'< \fotion l<>r Rcconsidcrallon ,,I 19 \1,rch 2004 

Dc,,,;0, "" Oi<clo<ure "f l'ro,.,cu<ion \latcri,11. h I cav, "' 1\mtac< a l'rnsccuti,>11 Witness. and tor Mee» <o 
I estimon> <>f Pro<cc<c<l W"""'""' ,n the \11litar; I Case ( I ( ·1 .. 1 No, cmkc '004, l''""' '2 f .)J; l'ro.s,·,·uw, \· 
Aoremer; d al . IC I R•'!S-44 IC fR·9S·44-T, D;cisiu" on Rec""sidcration of prot<c<iw mc0-1urc, lor 
Prosccu\1011 W,tno»es I 11,1,,re, 19 '"'" 20 <if the s,a,ut<. ~uks JJ. C4. 54 ond 7> ol ,he Rules .,f Procedure :tnd 
f'ldC<le<), poras 1-11 
' l'r~se,·"10, , \hie ,\/,kl,,._ Case \o IT-9:<·IJ/l·AR71. Oecision 011 1Jefe11ce lntcrlocuto,) App<al nn 
Commumcao,on V>itb l'olcn\ial Witne,,c; <>I <he Oppo<M Part) (/IC'), JO Jul) 200.1, 
'" /\mended lnd1c<m<nl ol 2.l .A.ugusa 2004. 
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5. In view or 1he rdc,·ant charges against the Accused. the Chamber finds that that the 
infom,a!ion comained in the affida\'J!s constitute a good reasr,n to grant the Defence requc~I. 
However. due 10 the sensitivity of the tssue that will be raised al the proposed meeting and it1 
pos~1blc 11nplications for the partic.s. and to curia ii possible a I le gallons of tampering with the 
witness.. the Chamber will aulhori-.e the meeting in the presence of a representative of \he 
Office of the Prosecuuon. 

FOR THE ABOVE MEr-;TJONED REASONS. THE CHAMBER 

GRA!".TS 1he ~lotion: 

DIRl'.CTS the \Vitness antl Victims Support Section (Vi.'VSS) to organise a meeting between 
the Bizimungu Defence and W1tne.ss (iAP. Ill the presence of a representative of the 
Prosecution. , ~• ''. • , 

,\ru:.ha, 26 October 2007 
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