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RITTING as ‘Irial Chamber |, composed of Judge Erik Mase, designated in accordunce with
Rule 73 [AYof the Rules of Procedure and Evidenye:

THI INTEENATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL IFOR RWANDA

BEING SETZED OF the Detence request to lif the contidential status of (ilings in s
“Lrgent Mation for Stay of Deadline w Respond and Other Reliel™, tiled on 20 June 2007,

CONSIDERING the further Detence request to [iR the confidential status of filings, in tts
“Response 10 Prosccutor’s Molon Tor Related Orders™, dated 17 Seplember 2007

HERELY DECIDES the requussts.
DELIBERATING

i Dwring the status conference held on 11 October 2007, the Defence raised the issue of
s request o 1il the confidenual status of scveral motiens and responses filed by both
parties.’ o its decision dared 22 June 2007, the Chamber did not deem it the AppTOpTiate time
o decide the issue raised by the Delence of the public or confidentiul status of the partics”
filings.” The Prosccution has confimmed thal # has no objections to the Delence request,
referring to all the documenis named by the Defence cxcept the Defence motion of 20 Tune
EDU?.Jbut alse including the Prosceution Reply o the Defence Response. filed 27 Awgust
2007,

2. Procecdings at this Tribunal must be public unless pood cause s showe w the
contrary, The only good cavse for a party filing a document confidentially s if the
information in the tiling is confidential and exposure would risk damaging the proceedings.’
The Chamber Tinds that there is no need to retain the confidential status of the docwments to
which the panies have referrsd.

-

3 luring the same status conference, thore was a discussion about the Defence’s
ineption to fle a preliminary motion fotlkewing the Chamber's decision dated 18 September
2007 to allow amendment of the Indictment.” The Defence claimed that it was entitled to
inspect certain materials betore Hiing its preliminary motion.”

4, Under Rule 72 {A) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence. the thirty-day deadline
runs from the date of the Prosecution’s complianee with its disclosure obligations under Rule
it (A0, The Chamber accepts the Prasecution submission that it has complied with s Bube

P hlotion, pare. 21 Delence Besponse af 17 Seplember 2007, para. 28 See also 111 October 2007 pp. 6-7,
specifically, the DPefence requested tha she conlidential status be bified tor the dollowing docoments: the
Prosecution mition or lease to amend the indictment filed or |5 Fupe 2007, the Delenge™s sesponse o ha
maeh dated 20 August 2007, the Defence’s 20 June 2007 motion for sty ot e dewsdling v respond, the
Prosecution™s “Motion for Beloed Crders™ etes, Bled L0 September 2007, and the Delence response to that
muotion dated 17 Sepdember 2007
T [Revision on Detenee Malions Relatiog o Trosecuation Reguest o Amend the Indiciment 7100, 22 duwwe 2007,
arit. 8.
Email message from the Prosecutien o Clhambuer of 19 Oeraber 2007,
! Prosecuior v, Mevune, Decision an Prosecation Interlocutory Appeal Against Trial Chamber 1 Decision of
23 Telruzry 2005 {078 12 hay 20003, para. 3.
*Decasion o the Prosecotion’s Reqoest o mend the ladicimen 1107 18 hemember 2007
T Dgtoher 2007 1 12
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B0 (ANI) disclosure :'.nl:ﬂig;ﬂin::ﬂ:i.j Such disclasure was completed on 9 Octoher 2007.% To
dispel any doubt, the Chamber clarifics that the Defence should therefore file its preliminary
motion by 8 Movember 2007,

FOR THE ABOVYE REASOMNS, THE CHAMBER

ORDERS that the contidentiality ol the followang documents be hilted, so thar they are
publicly availible: the Prosceution motion lor leave to amend the indictment, filed on 15 June
2007 the Defence’s response (o that moton. fled on 20 Avgust 2007; the Defence’s 20 June
2007 motion fur stay of the deadline w respond: the Prosecution’s “Motton for Related
Orders™ ete.. filed 10 September 2007 and the Lefence response to that mation. {iled on 17
Sepember 2007,

Arusha, 7 Nevember 2007,
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Frik Mose
Tudge

[Seal of the Tribunai]
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