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Orger ta Lift Conftdentialiy of Prosecurion Response o Nofrorera 's Matlor for 23 April 2008
Reconsuderaiion

1. Gn 25 February 2008, loscph Mzirorera filed a motion for the Chamber to reconsider
its decision not to compel the Prosceution to provide full disclosure of payments made for the
beneflt of two witresses. The Prosceution [iled its Response confidentially four days later”
In his Reply, Joseph Nzirorera requested that the Prosecution Response be filed as a public

3
document. . -

2. Proceedings at this Tribunal must be public unless good cause is shown to the
contrary. The only good cause for a pary filing a document confidentially is if the
information in the filing is conflidential and exposure would risk damaging the proceedings.
Upan reviewing the Prosecution’s Response, the Chamber notes that the oaly information
which was not disclosed in open session when the witnesses testified is the infonmation
contained in paragraph 3, indicating what the only similarity in their status 15, Funther, it
appears from the Prosecution’s submission that the information in question is rol relevant to
the present issuc. The Chamber therefore finds that the information in question should be

redacted, so that the redacted version of the Prosecution’s response may be filed publicly.

FOR THESE REARONS, THE CHAMBER

L ORDERS thc Prosecution to redact the third sentence at paragraph 5 of the

Prosecution’s Response of 29 February 2008 its entirety; and

II. QORDERS the Prosecution to file as a public document the Prosecution Response of
29 February 2008, redacted according the Chamber's imstructions above and

otherwise |efi intact, no later than Friday, 25 April 2008,

Arusha, 23 Apri] 2008, done in English.
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. Joscph Wzinorera®s Motiun for Reco vt cision on Metion wr Compel Full Disclosure

af ICTR Payments for the Benetit of Wilnesses
! Prosecution Response to Joseph Mirorera®s Motion for Reconsideration of Oral Dezision on Mation 1o
Compel Full Disclosure of IWCTR Payments for the Benctit of Witnesses O & T, filed confidential 29 Febnaary
00K,

5 Reply Brict: Juseph Mairorera’s Motion for Roconsideration of Crrat Tecision on Muotion o Compel
Full [gelosure of 1CTR Payments {or the Benefit of Witnesses G & 1. filed 3 March 2008.
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