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THE INTERNATIONAL CRll\llr>,"AL TRIBL1'"AL FOR RWA'\"IIA 

Sl1 TJ.'\;(; as l"rial Chamber I. composed of Judge Erik Mose. designated m accordance wilh 
Rule 71 (,\) of the Rub, of Procedure and E,idcn<;e: 

BElr>,"G SEIZED OF !he Defence request to htt the contld<:ntial statu> of liling, in it, 
··lJrg<:nt Motion for Stay of lleadlin<: to Respond and Other Relier·, tiled on 20 June 2007: 

CO'.'ISIJlERll',G the f,,rlhcr llctencc rcq11c,1 to lif\ lhc cnnfi,knlial slalUs of fllings in its 
"Response 10 l'msccutof s l\1olicin for Related Orders", dated I 7 September 2007; 

HEREBY DECIDES lhe rcquesls. 

UELIHERAl IONS 

Durit1g the stalu.s conterence held ott 11 October 2007. the Defence r:,ised lhe issue of 
ii$ rcq1Jc5l to !ill 1hc conlidcnlial stalus ol sc,crnl motions ,md responses filed hy both 
p,u1ie$ 

1 
In its decision dated 22 June 2007. the Chamber did nm deem it the approprialetimc 

lo dc~idc the i»ue raiS<:d by the Dcrcn~c uf the publi~ or confidential slams of the parties' 
filings.' The l'rooccution ha1 confirn1cd th"I it ha, no objections to 1hc Ddence request. 
referring to all lhe document, named by the Ddcncc c~ccpl the Defence motion or 20 June 
2007. Dut also including the Prosecution Repl_,. to the Defence Response, 111ed 27 August 
2007.' 

2. Pnicee<!ings at this Tribunal must be public unless good cause is ,h,mn to the 
contrary. The onl; good c·dusc for a party tiling a documenl confidentially is ,f the 
infom1ation 1n the liling ,s confidential and e,posurc would nsk damaging rhe proeceding.s.' 
The Chmnbcr finds that there is no need to retain the confidential status of the documents to 

which !be panics have referred. 

l. During the same stallls conference, there ""' a discussio11 about 1hc Llcfc1,cc·, 
intention 1n file a preliminary mot1un following the Chamher's decision dated IX September 
2007 to allo" amendment of the lndiclmen1.' TI,c Defence claimed that it 11a, entitled tn 
it1srect certain materials bctore tiling its preliminal) motion.'· 

4. UnJcr Ruic 72 (A) of tbc Rules of Procedure and E, 1dence. the thirty-day deadline 
runs from the date ol the l'rnsecu!ion·, compliance with it> dL<closu,e obligations under Rule 
66 (/\J(i) The Chamber accepts the Prosecution submissio'1 that it has complied" ith iis Ruic 

Mouua. ('"'" 21. Ocfrace R.c,r'""" "' 17 ~"I'''"""" 211'J7, para 2U ~cc al,o I 11 (Mobcr 21J(t7 pr, 6-7, 
~pccifi,-,11,. 1h,· lkfeacc r.·,1uc,"J ,o,,, ,i,, "'"liOea<ial """' NO l,tocJ tor tile l<>ll"";"g Jocumcncs ,h,· 
1'1<,secutLon "'""on for ka,c to amend tOc rnJictm,·n< rdcd "" I< fonc ZM7, ihc [)d,,,,c-, "'P""'" w Olljl 
'""''"" daocd 20 ,\ug,11 211117. ch,• IJcfence·, 20 Jnn,· 201)7 mot,,m fc,, ""l "' ,1,, <lca,llinc ,., "'P''"J. ,1,, 
['r,"c«l\L(>I,.> ":--loel(m lo, Rcl;,cJ (),Jm" de.. t;kJ 10 'scpt<H>hu 211117. and the lklcncc r«poo>e to th." 
mutLon Ja,cJ 17 ~cp!cmkr 2007, 
· Dec»iun "" IJdel\cc \foL"ms l\datit>g 1,, P10,cco111>n l\e~u,·>t tc> ,\mend 1he in,l,w1,c1H, I< ,. 22 Ju,., 2007 

r'" ' Fma,I mc»agc hm th,· Pro;mltH'I\ <<> ( l,:,mbccol 1q Oc•"\,,,c'.:Pll7 
' r,o,e, mo, , ,\t,,,·a,n,•1. l>c-L>mn "" Pr,,secu""" laeecl"'"""l Apr,.•al Ag,io,st I rL,l Ch,,mlxr II IJ<'CL"''° ol 
l) l•el)cua,_, ll)l)j i ~Cl 12 M,_1 21101. I'"'"-,\ 
'[)ec,si,m ,,11 tile Prose,-ul«>n·, Req"c,t Lo ,\mcnJ eh,· lo,l1noieo1 (1 ( J I~ ,ep1trr1ber 2,1111 
'l 11n,,00n2M7r.12 



66 (A)(i) disclosure obligation,.' Such dt.sclosurc was completed <>n 9 October 2007.' ·10 
dispel any doubt the Chamber clarifies that the [)cfencc should tl1crcfore tile its prclim111arv 
rn,,tion by 8 r-:owmbcr 2007. 

FOR THE ABOVI•'. Rf:ASOl'S, TIIE CHAMBER 

ORDERS that the confidentiality of lhc following documents he lillcd. so that thC) drc 
pub I ic ly a ,ai I able. the Prosccuuon motion lor leave to amend 1he indictment. fikd on 15 June 
2007: the Defence·, response 10 thal lll<llion. filed on 20 August 2007: the Defence', 20 June 
2007 motion for ,1.,y of the deadline te1 respond: the Prosecution·, "''vlottrnt for Related 
Orders· etc_ filed 10 Scptcm~er 2007: ond the Ddcncc response t(> thal mnlion. likd on 17 
September 2007. 

Anisha. 7 :,,.·o,cmbcr2007. 

' l, 11 0ct~her 21)\>l rr O 9 
" I 11 0,cL-,he. 201 r 1. 

Fri~ Mose 
Judge 

[Seal uftht_ Trib_~mall 
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