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Decision 1 11 Joseph 1Vzirorera 's Second Motion for Public Filing of Decision IO February 2008 

1. , )n 25 November 2008, the Chamber filed a consolidated Decfr,ion on two motions for 

request ·or cooperation to a State filed by Joseph Nzirorera, which concerned witnesses T and 

Colonel Frank Claeys. 1 The Chamber filed the Decision confidentially because Witness T is 

current! , in a witness protection program, and it felt that any public :eference to the State at 

issue cc ,Id have jeopardized his safety by revealing his country of residence. 

2. )n 28 '-Jovember 2008, Joseph Nzirorera requested that ,:he Chamber re-file a 

redacte, version of the Decision publicly.2 The Prosecution has decided not to respond, and 

leaves t 1e matter to the discretion of the Chamber. 3 

3. ·he Decision at issue makes constant references to Witness 1 's country of residence, 

and ba, ,s its outcome largely on an analysis of that country's rules governing interviews by 

defence counsel of Prosecution witnesses, which reside in its territory. Therefore, the 

Chamb, r finds that the Decision cannot be sufficiently redacted so ,,s to guarantee Witness 

T's saf, ty. Moreover, even if the Chamber were to attempt to redac:t the Decision, it finds 

that thE degree of redaction required to file the Decision publicly would dilute its reasoning 

enough lo risk rendering it confusing to the public. 

4. \ccordingly, in the interests of justice, the Chamber will not ::edact the Decision and 

re-file i publicly 

FOR 1 fIESE REASONS, THE CHAMBER 

DENIES Joseph Nzirorera's motion in its entirety. 

Arusha l O February 2008, done in English. 

Judge 

0 rosecuror v. Edouard Karemera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-
T, ("Ka '!mera et al."), Decision on Joseph Nzirorera's Motions for Request for Cooperation to a State: 
Intervie\ s of Witness Colonel Frank Claeys and Witness T (TC), filed confidentially on 25 November 2008. 
2 foseph Nzirorera's Second Motion for Public Filing of Decision, filed on ::8 November 2008. 
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