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1. The Office of the Prosecutor (“Prosecution”) responds to Alfred YEKATOM’s 

(“YEKATOM”) requests to (i) issue simultaneously the confidential and public 

redacted version of its decision on the confirmation of charges (“Confirmation 

Decision”) (“First Request”); and to (ii) deliver a summary of the Confirmation 

Decision at a public hearing (“Second Request”).1 

2.   The First Request should be dismissed because simultaneously releasing the 

public redacted version along with the confidential version would not allow the 

Prosecution to review it before release. The Parties’ and participants’ confirmation 

submissions contain confidential information, which has been redacted from the 

public. Similarly, parts of the confirmation hearing were held in private session. 

These exceptions to the principle of publicity continue to be justified to ensure the 

safety of victims, witnesses and other individuals at risk as a result of the Court’s 

activities, or to safeguard on-going investigations. Given the complexity of the 

redaction exercise in respect of a document such as the Confirmation Decision, the 

Prosecution would prefer to be given the opportunity to review the confidential 

version of the Confirmation Decision, prior to its publication to the wider public, as 

it previously did in relation to YEKATOM’s Arrest Warrant.2  

3.   Regarding the Second Request, the Prosecution defers to the discretion of the  

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1
 ICC-01/14-01/18-394. 

2
 ICC-01/14-01/18-1-Red, p. 23. 
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Chamber, giving due consideration to its countervailing obligation under article 

68 of the Rome Statute. 

 

                                                                                       

Fatou Bensouda, Prosecutor 

 

Dated this 14th day of November 2019 

At The Hague, The Netherlands 
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