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Ord,rio Lift Co,ifidRntral,ry of f'ro,ern/w,r Response 10 ,V::irorera 's .>!Olfon for 
R«w,,,de,01<on 

l. On 25 fcbruary 2008, Joseph :--lzirorcra filed a motion for the Chamber to reconsider 

its decision not to compel the Prosct":ution to provide full disclosure of payments made for the 

benefit of two witnesses. 1 The Pros«oution filed its Respon,e confidentially four days later.' 

In his Reply, Joseph Nzirorcra requested that the Prosecution Response be filed as a public 

document 3 

2 Proceedings at this Tribunal musl be public unless good cause is shown to the 

contrary. The only good cause for a party filing a document confidentially is if the 

infomiation ,n the filing is confidential and exposure would risk damaging the proceedings. 

Upon reviewing the Prosecution's Response, the Chamber notes that the only infom,ation 

which was not disclosed in open session when the witnesses testified is the mfonnation 

contained in paragraph 5. indicating what the only similarity in their status is. Further, ii 

appears from the Prosecution's submission that the infomiation in question i, nol relevant to 

the pre>enl issue. The Chamber therefore finds that the infonnstion in question should be 

redacted, so 1hat the redacted version of the Prosecut1on'.s rcsronsc may be filed public];. 

FOR TIIESF. REASONS, THE CHA.\-1B ER 

I. ORDERS the Prosecution to redacl the third sentence at paragraph 5 of !he 

Prosecution's Rcsponoe of29 February 2008 its entirely; and 

II. ORDERS the Prosecution to file as a public document the Prosecution Response of 

29 February 2008, redacted according the Chamber's inslructions above and 

otherwise left intact, no later than ~riday, 25 April 2008. 

Arusha, 23 April 2008, done in English. 
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