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It was my own observation of the personality trait of 
 Mr. Nuon Chea and other leaders… 

They were not people whom we are terrified of…  
we had respect for them.  

We never imagined that they could have been the murderers or 
the perpetuators of the crimes of serious nature. 

 
        - Witness Norng Sophang 

 
I. OVERVIEW* 
 
This week’s proceedings focused on the testimony of Mr. Norng Sophang, the head of a 
telegram unit, who taught encryption techniques under the CPK.  His testimony provided 
insight into the complex communication system in Democratic Kampuchea and shed light 
on the roles of the Accused.  
 
Legal and procedural issues also figured prominently, as the Defense Teams challenged 
the manner by which the OCIJ conducted investigations. 
 
II. SUMMARY OF WITNESS TESTIMONIES 
 
On Monday, the Prosecution picked up from last week’s examination of DK telegram 
handler, Norng Sophang.  The Civil Party lawyers conducted their examination on 
Tuesday.  The Chamber, through Judge Jean-Marc Lavergne, posed questions on 
Wednesday morning before handing over the floor to the Defense Teams.   
 
A. Norng Sophang’s Testimony 
 
Having already testified on his general background and his role during the DK,1 this week, 
Norng Sophang alias “Phang,” disclosed details on his duties as a telegram decoder for the 
regime.  The OCP focused on the contents of telegrams and how messages were received 
from leaders of the CPK and various sectors, prepared, and sent to recipients in DK.  The 
Defense Teams, on the other hand, tested the extent of the Witness’ personal knowledge 
of the CPK leadership structure and communications made during the DK.  The Defense 
also questioned the reliability of the statements he gave the OCIJ.  The Parties concluded 
their examination of the Witness on Thursday afternoon. 
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1. Role of Witness in the CPK 
 
Norng Sophang confirmed that he worked for the telegram unit at B-202 during the 
revolution.  He further affirmed that around the time of the “liberation,” he was not 
responsible for encoding messages relating to preparations for the attack of Phnom Penh.  
He explained: 
 

I never saw any telegrams concerning the order from Angkar to the 
military to attack any direction.  I worked at the rear… he did not need 
to send any telegrams concerning the attack of Phnom Penh because 
all divisions were located surrounding Phnom Penh already.  

 
The Witness admitted, however, that he helped prepare the announcement of the Khmer 
Rouge’s victory that was broadcasted on radio by the Voice of the National United Front of 
Kampuchea. Part of the announcement stated: "Special News: We have completely 
liberated Phnom Penh. In the morning of 17th April 1975 at 9.30, we completely liberated 
Phnom Penh." 
 
After 17 April 1975, Norng Sophang was reportedly assigned to the decoding unit of K-183 
at Sothearos, a primary school in Phnom Penh.  Apart from encrypting and decoding 
messages, he was in charge of ensuring that messages prepared by his subordinates were 
properly encrypted before being sent out.  He was also tasked with noting the time of 
receipt of messages, the completion time for decoding, and the recipients of the telegrams.  
The Witness clarified that, since he worked for the “outside part” of the telegram unit, he 
was not responsible for decoding “secret letters” or communications pertaining to “internal 
affairs,” which were handled by the “inside part” of the unit supervised by Pon.   
 
2. Training Cadres and Children 
 
According to the Witness, he sometimes trained cadres from other units on encryption of 
telegrams.  He also taught children to read, write, and work on telegrams.  He indicated 
that there were around 10 children in his unit who were chosen from the “base.”  He 
asserted that, not only did he treat them well, without imposing strict punishment, he even 
acted as their “second parent.”  Norng Sophang elaborated: 
 

At my place, there was no strict discipline.  These children were 
regarded as the most sincere people already and they also enjoy 
some freedom in eating and living… If they failed to perform their 
tasks properly to the best capacities, I would then be the one who 
advised them to improve, to direct the shortcoming, and would ask 
them to become good citizens for the party and for the country. 

 
3. Handling of Messages at the Telegram Office  

 
Norng Sophang revealed the meticulous care that the KR observed to keep confidential 
communications secret.  There were reportedly different levels of encryption, depending on 
the content of the message: “open letters,” which addressed the public during festivities or 
contained instruction to zones on distribution of supplies, were either encoded into 
numbers or Morse Code.  “Highly confidential” messages, including those containing 
cadres’ travel itinerary and the bases’ “internal affairs,” were processed with three layers of 
encryption.  The Witness explained that, in encrypting messages, he referred to a 
“confidential list” that contained pre-assigned numbers corresponding to persons and 
locations, and used the “table of 100 squares” for the text.  Thereafter, the message 
underwent another layer of encryption.  
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So first, we encrypted all ordinary messages into a coded message, 
relying on the confidential list.  Once we completed that part for the 
main text, then we would use that text to be encrypted again based 
on the square table.  And once all have been encrypted into numbers, 
it would not be sent immediately to K-18, it would be encrypted at 
another layer with another encoded number.  So to sum up, there are 
three layers for the process of encryption in order to make the 
message to become final and that can be sent for transmission, so 
three layers of encryption.  

 
Norng Sophang recalled that each telegram was assigned a number ranging from 01 to 
99.4  Each contained the name of the main recipient and a “copy to” line where he wrote 
the names of persons to whom copies of the telegram were furnished.  “Most of the 
telegrams and messages were meant to be sent to Brother Pol,” indicated the Witness.  He 
added that some of the telegrams were for Nuon Chea, and agreed when Nuon Chea’s 
national counsel, Mr. Son Arun, indicated that “senior Brothers” were among the recipients 
of telegrams.  Norng Sophang disclosed that Pol Pot was copied to all the telegrams: 
“Uncle Number One was always there in the telegram.”  He added that copies were 
frequently addressed to Nuon Chea, Ieng Sary, Vorn Vet, and Son Sen. Moreover, copies 
were reportedly also sent to Office 870,5 and kept in the archive of K-18.  The Witness 
testified: 
 

One would be Uncle, and Uncle would refer to Uncle Pol Pot, and 
then there would Uncle Nuon, Uncle Van, Uncle Vorn, Uncle Khieu—
Uncle Khieu did not refer to Khieu Samphan but Son Sen-- and then 
office, and document.  So a typical “copy to” line would comprise 
seven copies. 

 
According to Norng Sophang, his supervisor Pon decided who should be the recipients of 
telegrams that went through their unit.  He said that, on some occasions, Pon instructed 
him to exclude persons who were out of the country from the list of recipients.  Moreover, 
the Witness maintained that he had no way of knowing if the intended recipients actually 
received the telegrams, since he was only responsible for decoding messages and 
inserting recipients’ names.   
 
Norng Sophang admitted that he burned the archive of his telegram unit at the end of the 
regime on his own initiative:  
!

I did not even keep a single sheet of secret document.  Everything 
was burned down, I was the last person who left on the 7th of 
January 1979. At 9.30 a.m., I left.  So, I believed that when I left I 
could never return, so I made the decision on my own accord.  

 
4. Communication Structure of the CPK 
 
According to the Witness, he illustrated a chart of the communication structure of the DK 
during his interview with the OCIJ.  Below is a simplified version of the Witness’ chart 
based on his testimony.  
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The Witness disclosed that each zone had a telegram unit.  Generally, messages between 
a zone and the “center” were sent via telegrams through K-18, except when messages 
were of "strictly confidential nature;" in which case, persons came to the “center” instead of 
sending telegrams.  He stated that visitors to K-16 and letters not coded and transmitted 
through K-18 were received through K-7.7  Moreover, Norng Sophang explained that 
“center” was used interchangeably with “Angkar 870,” “M-870,” “Office 870,” or “870.”  He 
added that he did not know who, between Office 870’s Pang and Doeun (Seua Vasi), 
signed telegrams on the Office’s behalf.  He clarified that, since he was a low-level cadre, 
he did not know much about Office 870, and merely addressed telegrams in accordance 
with Pon’s instructions.  He also admitted his confusion over the code names of offices, 
saying:  
 

I understand that there were many terms and connotations of words, 
but what we commonly saw at that time was Office 870.  When 
people refer to it as Angkar, actually it was 870.  When people 
referred to the Party Committee, it was also referred to as Office 870. 
So I was rather confused myself.  I did not know who sat in the 
Standing Committee and who sat in other committees… at the 
telegram unit, we did not care whether or not they were from 
anywhere or who was doing what, but we had to send the telegram to 
Office 870. 

 
Although Norng Sophang refused to speculate on the communication structure of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, he confirmed that the Ministry of Defense had its own separate 
communication structure and, therefore, did not send communications through his telegram 
unit.  The other ministries did not have their own telegram coding and decoding unit.  
 
5. Telegrams Relating to the Accused 
 
Norng Sophang revealed that he had a direct telephone line to Khieu Samphan through 
which the Accused or his “working group” gave instructions on messages that needed to 
be communicated by telegram.  Messages from Khieu Samphan reportedly involved the 
distribution of goods to the zones.  The Witness stated that, between 1975 and 1979, he 
did not decode any message specifically addressed to Khieu Samphan: “I never saw his 
real name or his alias in the “copy to” line.”   
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Both Nuon Chea and Ieng Sary were reportedly given copies of telegrams that contained 
instructions on various matters (See II.A.3.).  When asked why “Brother Van” was 
annotated on a particular telegram, despite the fact that “Granduncle Van” was already in 
the “copy to” line, the Witness explained that, since “the situation was relevant to what 
happened at border areas, the issues concerning Cambodia and Vietnam,” his superior 
Pon “wanted to stress that the matter was related to foreign affairs, so it was imperative 
that it had to be delivered to Uncle Van.”  To elaborate on his testimony about Nuon Chea 
receiving copies of some telegrams, the Witness stated: 
 

It was a public announcement that Mr. Nuon Chea was attached to 
the People's Representative Assembly and he was also the 
chairperson of that institution.  So, as the people's representative, he 
shall know whatever matters that are relevant to the people and he 
was at the supreme body to be in charge of all matters relevant to the 
people, as he was representing them.  

 
Norng Sophang recalled that Nuon Chea went to his unit to send cadres invitations for a 
meeting.  He added that the Accused also sent local authorities a message that contained 
recommendations and encouragements in the aftermath of food shortages caused by 
floods.  
 
6. Impression on the General Condition of the Country 
 
Norng Sophang noticed a growing sense of insecurity while he was in Phnom Penh.  He 
testified that, although “everything was kind of regular” from 1975 to late 1976, by late 1977 
until early 1979, “it seemed that everyone was insecure.”  He recalled seeing reports from 
the base “regarding the incursion or the conflict from the eastern border front” and that the 
hospital was full of wounded combatants.  Moreover, Norng Sophang indicated that there 
were incidences of “sabotage… hand-grenade throwing, killing foreign diplomats… 
assassination of cadres” in 1978.  He was unable to live “happily” because he was always 
worried.  
 
As regards the situation in the rest of the country, the Witness referred to telegrams from 
the bases reporting rice yields ranging from 3 to 10 tons per hectare and that the people 
“were enjoying their lives.”  He wondered “why people were starving,” and opined that 
some people made misrepresentations in their reports in order to claim credit and be 
promoted.  When requested by the OCP to comment on telegrams relating to the 
evacuation and purges that occurred at the base, the Witness declined and said, 
“Concerning the purges at the base, it is out of my knowledge.  I worked in the office in 
Phnom Penh, I did not see it.  I did not witness any purges being carried out there.”  
 
7. Demeanor and Credibility of Witness 

 
While the Witness willingly testified about the technical aspects of his work in the telegram 
unit, he appeared reluctant to testify on events that reflected the implementation of certain 
policies during the DK.  He maintained that his work was limited to encoding and decoding 
messages, and that his unit was not responsible for ascertaining the accuracy of the 
contents of telegrams.  He further asserted that, since he was confined to Phnom Penh, he 
was incapable of giving information about purges or evacuations that occurred at the base.  
He indicated that two individuals from his office, Pon and Tey, disappeared during the DK, 
but he had no information as to what happened to them.  
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During the course of this testimony, Norng Sophang repeatedly implored the Chamber to 
disregard portions of his OCIJ statements that indicated uncertainty (i.e. when he uttered 
“perhaps,” “maybe,” “could be” or “I think”).  The Witness explained that, although the OCIJ 
had informed him that he was to testify only on matters within his knowledge, he stated that 
this was not explained to him as clearly as President Nil Nonn had done during his 
testimony before the Chamber. 
 

Yes, the President reminded me -- I think, from my recollection -- 
immediately after the morning session started.  He reminded me to 
give my best effort in providing a truthful answer and without 
providing any answer based on my presumption…  There was no 
clear explanation (from the OCIJ) as the President did.  However, I 
was told to speak about the truth or what I knew clearly or the 
experience that I went through.  I was reminded of all these points 
before the interview started.  

 
IV. LEGAL AND PROCEDURAL ISSUES 
 
Questions relating to the use of documents were raised again this week.  Moreover, as in 
the previous weeks, the Defense Teams challenged the reliability of the OCIJ statements 
of the Witness and expressed their dissatisfaction with the manner by which the OCIJ 
conducted some interviews. 
 
1. Prior Notice to Parties on Documents to be Used 
 
On Monday, when international Prosecutor Tarik Abdulhak attempted to use a foreign 
organization’s report on the broadcast of the KR’s victory in 1975, national defense counsel 
for Khieu Samphan, Mr. Kong Sam Onn, interjected that the report was not on the court’s 
interface.  Abdulhak countered that the document in question had already been put before 
the Chamber, but had not been uploaded in compliance with the Chamber’s instructions to 
limit the documents on the interface.  Ieng Sary’s international counsel, Mr. Michael 
Karnavas, objected and described the OCP’s position as “hypocritical.”  Counsel added 
that notice should be given as soon as a Party decides to use a document during the 
proceedings.  
 
The Chamber, through Judge Claudia Fenz, ruled that Parties are entitled to sufficient 
notice, and instructed the OCP to refer to the report on Tuesday instead, in order to allow 
the other Parties to prepare.  
 
2. Conduct of OCIJ Interview of Norng Sophang  
 
Norng Sophang disclosed that, during his interview with the OCIJ, the investigators had 
bombarded him with questions, despite the fact that he had already told them that he did 
not know the answers.  (See II.A.7.)  While the Nuon Chea Defense was examining Norng 
Sophang on this issue, Abdulhak objected, on the ground that the queries were irrelevant 
because they related to the investigators’ questioning techniques.  Nuon Chea’s 
international counsel, Mr. Andrew Ianuzzi, argued:  
 

[T]hose very techniques that the investigators used during the 
investigation… are relevant.  Relevant to the question of the quality of 
the evidence that is now put before your Chamber… many of which, 
based on your rulings, we are going to be relying on, in some form or 
another, without calling witnesses, without adversarial testing.  
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Ianuzzi further argued that the Witness should be allowed to explain what he meant by his 
statement that the OCIJ had “bombarded” him with questions.  The Chamber overruled the 
OCP’s objection, but before allowing the examination to proceed, Judge Lavergne 
instructed the Parties that, “issues raised at trial should be raised openly without containing 
in themselves allegations according to which the Co-Investigating Judges' investigations 
have been dishonest or fraudulent.” 
 
Following the Chamber’s ruling, Norng Sophang explained that, during his interview, there 
had been instances when the OCIJ persisted on asking about matters he stated were 
beyond his knowledge.  As an example, the Witness said the OCIJ continued to question 
him about disappearances in the telegram unit:  “I said, I already did not know, but they still 
insisted on asking me further questions.”   
 
In addition, the Khieu Samphan and Ieng Sary Defense Teams highlighted what they 
considered possible irregularities in the conduct of Norng Sophang’s interview.  Khieu 
Samphan’s international counsel, Mr. Arthur Vercken, pointed out that, in the transcripts of 
the audio recording on the first day of Norng Sohpang’s interview on 18 February 2009, an 
investigator mentioned, “Yesterday, you told us about Pang…” According to Vercken, since 
the written summary of the same interview neither mentions the Witness’ meeting with the 
OCIJ on 17 February nor contains any reference to Pang, “the interview would have 
occurred at another occasion, and if we are to rely on the audio transcript, then it would 
have occurred on the 17th.”  Norng Sophang was unable to clarify the matter, saying that 
he could not remember the details of his interview because it took place a number of years 
ago.  Notably, the document the Khieu Samphan Defense referred to was a summary and 
does not appear to have been represented as a verbatim record of Norng Sophang’s 
interview.  Nevertheless, it would have been sound practice for summaries of OCIJ 
interviews to contain as much detail as possible because they form part of the Case File 
relied upon by the Parties during the presentation of evidence and will be considered by 
the Chamber when it decides Case 002.  
 
Karnavas, on the other hand, endeavored to show that the OCIJ presented documents to 
Norng Sohpang and asked him to comment on them.  Counsel asked: “is his testimony 
today based on his memory back then or was it based on events that occurred during the 
taking of his testimony when he was shown documents?”  
 
3. Presumption of Integrity of OCIJ Interviews 
  
As a corollary to the issue on alleged irregularities in the records of Norng Sophang’s OCIJ 
statements, the Defense Teams raised challenges to the conduct of the judicial 
investigations, and the accuracy and reliability of the OCIJ’s records that have been used 
to substantiate the Closing Order.8   
 
IR 75(7) provides: “Subject to any appeal, the Closing Order shall cure any procedural 
defects in the judicial investigation.  No issues concerning such procedural defects may be 
raised before the Trial Chamber or the Supreme Court Chamber.”  Fully aware of the 
relevance of this rule, Ianuzzi argued,  

 
We are dealing with a cured investigation; that the Closing Order cured 
the faults, any faults, there may have been in the investigation.  We 
have been here for almost a year now, and I think we can all point to 
numerous, numerous occasions of, what I would call, irregularities, 
where statements don’t match, we get audio recordings that are off by 
several, several hours.  
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I think we have passed the point of rebutting any presumption of 
regularity that attaches to the judicial investigation.  And I think that it is 
a point that needs to be made.  These are serious issues.  We can’t test 
all these evidence.  We don’t have time. 

 
Karnavas emphasized that it was part of their “due diligence” to look into the manner in 
which the statements from witnesses were procured.  To prove that irregularities were 
conducted, Karnavas attempted to play an audio recording of Norng Sophang’s interview 
with the OCIJ interview.  However, the Chamber did not allow playback of the recording, on 
the ground that the Parties should have raised questions relating to the OCIJ’s methods 
during the investigation phased of the case.  The Chamber, through Judge Silvia 
Cartwright, ruled in favor of the presumption of integrity of the OCIJ’s investigations:  
 

Therefore, the general rule is that there is a legal presumption of the 
integrity of the investigation, that any concerns about the methods or 
the subject matter traversed during the investigation must be raised 
during the investigation and, now, at trial, as Judge Lavergne has 
expressed, the investigation is treated as the starting point and can be 
rebutted only in exceptional instances.  
 
Any such rebuttal must relate, not to technical issues, but to substance 
and, in raising an exception, you must satisfy the Trial Chamber that 
you have well-grounded concerns about the reliability of any part of the 
investigation. To use a well-known common law term – you cannot 
embark on a fishing expedition.  

 
Judge Cartwright further explained that most concerns regarding what Norng Sophang 
might have said during his investigation “can be dealt with quite simply by asking the 
witness.”  
 
V. TRIAL MANAGEMENT 
 
The proceedings were managed well and the Witness was able to conclude his testimony 
early on Thursday. 
 
A. Attendance  

 
As in previous weeks, due to his frail health, Ieng Sary participated in all proceedings of the 
week from the holding cell.  Nuon Chea was present in the courtroom during the morning 
sessions of Monday through Thursday, but retired to the holding cell in the afternoons. 
Only Khieu Samphan remained in the courtroom throughout the week. 
 
Attendance by Judges.  Reserve Judge Claudia Fenz temporarily took over Judge 
Cartwright’s seat on the Bench on Monday, as Judge Cartwright was indisposed.  
 
Attendance by the Public 
 

DATE MORNING AFTERNOON 
Monday 
03/09/12 

300 from Takeo Province 

Tuesday 
04/09/12 

400 from Koeun Svany Kroa District, 
Kandal Province and Relea Pa-oeu 
District, Kampong Chhnang 
Province 
 

No hearing in the afternoon. 
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DATE MORNING AFTERNOON 
Wednesday 
05/08/12 

200  from Kampong Trach District, 
Kampot Province 

100 from Takeo Province 

Thursday 
06/08/12 

400 villagers from Tbong Kmom 
District, Kampong Cham Province 

100 villagers Kirivong District, 
Takeo Province 

 
B. Time Management  
 
Despite the various objections and manifestations from Parties that interrupted the 
questioning of the Witness and required deliberations by the Chamber, the Parties were 
able to complete their respective examinations within the time allotted to them.  Norng 
Sophang concluded his testimony before 3:00 pm on Thursday and the Chamber 
adjourned earlier than usual. 
 
C. Courtroom Etiquette 
 
This week, the Parties vigorously argued their positions regarding the parameters within 
which the Witness could be examined about his OCIJ statements.  The Nuon Chea and 
Ieng Sary Defense Teams stayed within the bounds of proper courtroom decorum, despite 
occasional expressions of frustration when the Chamber’s rulings limited the scope of their 
witness examination.   
 
During one of the more animated exchanges, President Nil Nonn asked Karnavas: “The 
question from the Chamber to you, did you ever read these statements during the 
investigative phase?” Karnavas responded in this manner: 
 

You are asking me, Mr. President, did I read them?  Yes, I read them, 
there were thousands of them, and, but the question is, did I have the 
time to go over all of the transcripts or all of the tapes and the answer to 
that is – absolutely not.  And the better question is, did the entire bench 
have the opportunity to read everything and the answer to that would be 
no.  It is physically and humanly impossible. 

 
While issuing the Chamber’s ruling on the same day, Judge Lavergne also asked, “What 
have the defense lawyers been doing over the course of the many years of the judicial 
investigation?”  Karnavas, who was examining Norng Sophang when Judge Lavergne 
posed this question, did not respond.  Instead, he proceeded to substantiate his request to 
play an audio recording of Norng Sophang’s interview with the OCIJ (See IV.3).  Before the 
Chamber adjourned for lunch, however, Ianuzzi stated that, “In our case, we were filing 25 
requests for investigative action and that took quite a lot of time, and that's not to mention 
all of the additional requests filed by the other Defense Teams.”   
 
The Ieng Sary Defense responded to Judge Lavergne’s question through a press release 
dated 12 September 2012, stating that, “During the judicial investigation, the IENG Sary 
Defence filed at least 213 submissions, not including other necessary and reasonable 
correspondence and memoranda.”9  They also emphasized:  
 

There were roughly 675 working days from the formation of the IENG 
Sary Defence team until the end of the judicial investigation. 
Considering the significant legal issues the IENG Sary Defence was 
required to address, the team was not free to devote 755 days to read 
150,939 pages of material, or 221 days to listen to more than 1,767 
hours of audio recordings. 
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D. Translation Issues 
 
On Thursday, similarities in the names of persons Norng Sophang mentioned in his 
testimony resulted in some confusion.  The Witness referred to “Pon” in connection with 
telegrams that were delivered to the K-1 Office, as well as certain persons named “Pang” 
and “Phang.”  Upon the President’s request, Norng Sophang clarified:   

 
With respect, Mr. President, the three names, Pang, Phang (phonetic), 
Pon -- actually, in the previous statements I did not see Pon (phonetic), 
but Pang (phonetic) and Pon (phonetic) were the supervisors, but for as 
far as telegram unit was concerned only Pang (phonetic) and Pon were 
in charge.  But the witness (Oeun Tan) earlier who mentioned the name 
Pang may have been confused because Pang and Pon were the people 
in charge.  I think that probably the person might have confused it with 
the name of Phang because he (Oeun Tan) was of ethnic minority in 
Cambodia so he might have confused Phang with Pon.  And Phang 
who was in charge of telegram decoding, was myself and there was no 
any other Phang.  It was my name actually, Phang, who was in charge 
of decoding messages. 

 
E. Time Table  
 

DATE START MORNING 
BREAK LUNCH AFTERNOON 

BREAK RECESS 
TOTAL 

HOURS IN 
SESSION 

Monday 
03/09/12 

9:02 10:33-10:53 12:03-13:34 14:42-15:02 16:02 4 hours and 
49 minutes 

Tuesday 
04/09/12 

9:02 10:33-10:53 
 

12:09 
 

- - 2 hours and 
47 minutes 

Wednesday 
05/08/12 

9:04 10:36-11:00  12:03-13:30 14:46-15:06 16:02 4 hours and 
47 minutes 

Thursday 
06/08/12 

9:02 10:30-11:05 
 

12:10-13:31 
 

14:26-14:44 
 

15:31 
 

4 hours and 
15 minutes 

Average number of hours in session     4 hours   9 minutes 
Total number of hours this week   16 hours 38 minutes 
Total number of hours, days, weeks at trial 468 hours   9 minutes 

107 TRIAL DAYS OVER 31 WEEKS 
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* AIJI is a collaborative project between the East-West Center, in Honolulu, and the War Crimes Studies 
Center, University of California, Berkeley. Since 2003, the two Centers have been collaborating on projects 
relating to the establishment of justice initiatives and capacity-building programs in the human rights sector in 
South-East Asia. The Program is funded by the Open Society Foundation, the Foreign Commonwealth Office 
of the British Embassy in Phnom Penh, and the Embassy of Switzerland in Bangkok.  
 This issue of KRT TRIAL MONITOR was authored by Mary Kristerie A. Baleva, Faith Suzzette Delos Reyes, 
Noyel Ry, and Penelope Van Tuyl, as part of AIJI’s KRT Trial Monitoring and Community Outreach Program. 
KRT TRIAL MONITOR reports on Case 002 are available at <www.krtmonitor.org>, and at the websites of the 
East-West Center and the War Crimes Studies Center.  
 
1  See CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR. Issue No. 34, Hearing on Evidence Week 29 (27-29 August 2012), 
available at <http://krttrialmonitor.files.wordpress.com/2012/09/issue-34-week-29-27-29-august-
2012_final.pdf>.  
 

Unless specified otherwise, 
 

! the documents cited in this report pertain to The Case of Nuon Chea, Ieng Sary, Ieng Thirith and Khieu 
Samphan before the ECCC; 

! the quotes are based on the personal notes of the trial monitors during the proceedings;  
! the figures in the Public Attendance section of the report are only approximations; and 
! photos are courtesy of the ECCC. 

 
Glossary of Terms 
 
Case 001  The Case of Kaing Guek Eav alias “Duch”(Case No. 001/18-07-2007-ECCC) 
Case 002  The Case of Nuon Chea, Ieng Sary, Ieng Thirith and Khieu Samphan 

(Case No. 002/19-09-2007-ECCC)  
CPC  Code of Criminal Procedure of the Kingdom of Cambodia (2007) 
CPK   Communist Party of Kampuchea 
CPLCL   Civil Party Lead Co-Lawyer 
DK  Democratic Kampuchea 
ECCC  Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia (also referred to as the Khmer  

Rouge Tribunal or “KRT”)  
ECCC Law  Law on the Establishment of the ECCC, as amended (2004) 
ERN  Evidence Reference Number (the page number of each piece of documentary 

evidence in the Case File) 
FUNK  National United Front of Kampuchea 
GRUNK  Royal Government of National Union of Kampuchea 
ICC   International Criminal Court 
ICCPR  International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights  
ICTR   International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda 
ICTY  International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia 
IR  Internal Rules of the ECCC Rev. 8 (2011)  
KR  Khmer Rouge 
OCIJ  Office of the Co-Investigating Judges 
OCP  Office of the Co-Prosecutors of the ECCC 
RAK  Revolutionary Army of Kampuchea  
VSS   Victims Support Section 
WESU  Witness and Expert Support Unit 
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2  Previously, Norng Sophang stated that the telegram section was autonomous from and not under the 
supervision of B-20’s chairman. He could not provide details on the other offices in B-20 because he stayed 
mainly in the telegram translation unit in the banana plantation. Ibid. 5-6. 
3  According to the Closing Order, K-18 was a telegram unit located in Phnom Penh at the old United States 
Embassy (now the Fishery Administration). It was divided into two sections, one responsible for transmitting 
and receiving the telegram, and the other for the encoding and decoding. The Closing Order then goes on to 
say that "Office K-18" was composed of an internal communications section and an external communications 
section. Approximately 20 to 30 persons worked in each of the two sections. OCIJ. “Closing Order” (15 
September 2010). D427 [hereinafter, CLOSING ORDER]. Para. 94. 
4  Witness indicated seeing telegrams that ran up to three digits; he stated that this was not a “major issue” 
and there was “no difference from the telegrams that [his] team decoded,” only that the telegram unit which 
transmitted the message opted to adopt a continuous series of numbers instead of resetting the telegram 
number to “01” upon reaching “99”. 
5  According to the Closing Order, the term "Office 870" or "Organization's Office" was used to refer to 
Political Office 870 and Office S-71, as well as other entities associated with these two offices.  Political Office 
870 was headed by Seua Vasi alias “Doeun” and was responsible for matters relating to policy; Office S-71 or 
the Government Office was headed by Chhim Sam Aok alias “Pang” and was responsible for administrative 
tasks. The Closing Order also indicates that Khieu Samphan was also assigned to work in Political Office 870. 
CLOSING ORDER. Paras. 50-51. 
6  “The evidence shows that K-1 was a housing compound containing both the residence and working place 
of Pol Pot, though some witnesses state that K-1 was only the working place of Pol Pot. Furthermore, a number 
of witnesses state that Nuon Chea and Khieu Samphan would also reside and/or work at times with Pol Pot at 
K-1.” Ibid. Para. 52. 
7  The Closing Order refers to K-7 as “the messengers’ office”. Ibid. Paras. 434 and 960.  Parenthetically, the 
Closing Order also states that, “in the vast majority of cases, cadres passed through K-7 before being taken to 
S-21 by members of units under S-71.” Ibid. Para. 1280. 
8  Examples of other instances when the defense drew attention to the manner OCIJ interviews were 
conducted include the examination of Rochoem Ton alias “Cheam,” CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR. Issue No. 
30, Hearing on Evidence Week 25 (1-2 August 2012), available at 
<http://krttrialmonitor.files.wordpress.com/2012/08/30-week-25_30-31-july_final1.pdf>; Kim Vun, CASE 002 KRT 
TRIAL MONITOR. Issue No. 33, Hearing on Evidence Week 28 (20-23 August 2012), available at < 
http://krttrialmonitor.files.wordpress.com/2012/09/33_week28_20-23aug2012.pdf>; and Oeun Tan, CASE 002 
KRT TRIAL MONITOR. Issue No. 26, Hearing on Evidence Week 21 (11-14 August 2012), available at 
<http://krttrialmonitor.files.wordpress.com/2012/07/26-wk-21_11-14june2012_final.pdf>. 
9  Ieng Sary Defense. “Press Release by the Ieng Sary Defence.” What have the defence lawyers been 
doing over the course of the many years of the judicial investigation? (12 September 2012). Available at 
<www.cambodiatribunal.org>, last accessed on 27 September 2012.   


