
 
KRT Trial Monitor Case 002/02 ■ Issue 56 ■ Hearings on Evidence Week 53 ■ 6 – 9 June 2016 

1	

KRT TRIAL MONITOR 
Case 002/02 ■ Issue 56 ■ Hearings on Evidence Week 53 ■ 6 – 9 June 2016 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Case of Nuon Chea and Khieu Samphan 
 

A project of East-West Center and the WSD HANDA Center for Human Rights and International Justice at Stanford University  
 (previously known as the UC Berkeley War Crimes Studies Center) 

 
“I am surprised by the denial of Nuon Chea. 

Everyone had to respect the principles of the Party, decided on by the 
 Secretary and Deputy Secretary. His denial is nonsense.” 

- Witness Kaing Guek Eav, alias Duch 
 

I. OVERVIEW  
 
This week the Trial Chamber heard from the final two witnesses on S-21 Security Center in 
Phnom Penh.  First, Mr. Suos Thy concluded his testimony from last week about his role keeping 
lists of prisoners at S-21.  Shortly before the lunch break on Tuesday, Suos Thy’s testimony 
ended and the Chamber swore in Witness Mr. Kaing Guek Eav, more commonly known by his 
revolutionary alias “Duch.”  Duch served as both deputy and then head of S-21 (also referred to 
as Tuol Sleng) during the Democratic Kampuchea (DK) regime, and was tried and convicted in 
Case 001 of crimes against humanity and grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions.1  While 
serving a lifetime prison sentence, Duch appeared in Court this week to provide testimony in 
Case 002/01 on his knowledge of Communist Party of Kampuchea (CPK) hierarchy, policies and 
actions.2  Duch is scheduled to testify over nine full days: four allotted to the Co-Prosecutors and 
Civil Party lawyers, four to the two Defense Teams and one for the Judges.  This week the Co-
Prosecutors, led by assistant prosecutor Mr. Dale Lysak, and international Lead Co-Lawyer for 
Civil Parties Ms. Marie Guiraud, put questions to Duch on Nuon Chea’s role at S-21, treatment 
of Lon Nol soldiers, sexual violence, and other forms of torture.  Duch will continue his testimony 
next week. 
 
II. SUMMARY OF WITNESS TESTIMONY 

 
This week the Trial Chamber concluded the testimony of Suos Thy and began hearing testimony 
of Kaing Guek Eav, alias Duch.  Both men worked at the S-21 Security Center during the DK 
regime.  Suos Thy had a role in recording incoming and outgoing prisoners, while Duch served 
as deputy and then was promoted to chief. 
 
A. Summary of Testimony by Witness Suos Thy 

 
Witness Suos Thy appeared in court to testify on his role as a registrar for incoming and outgoing 
prisoners at the S-21 Security Center in Phnom Penh from late 1975 till January 1979.3  Despite 
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being asked many questions on the functioning of S-21, his testimony was mainly limited to the 
procedure for registering prisoners. 
 
1. Witness’s Background and Time as a Medic 

 
This week Witness Suos Thy confirmed his testimony from last week that he had been wounded 
in conflict when he was attached to a platoon under Company 23 in Battalion 112 in 1974, after 
which he was trained as a medic.  He was asked in detail about medical supplies available and 
whether he had ever conducted blood transfusions, however the Witness consistently stated 
there was no medicine at the time and his only job was to apply bandages to wounds of soldiers.  
He denied ever hearing of or receiving orders about giving blood.4 Suos Thy testified that three 
of his eight siblings as well as one of his brothers-in-law were killed during the DK regime.5   
 
2. Witness’s Role at PJ Office 

 
The Witness was also asked about his time working at the initial location of S-21; the Judicial 
Police Office, usually referred to by its French abbreviation: “PJ Office.”  Suos Thy testified that 
he began working there in late 1975, possibly around November.  He stated that Hor put him in 
charge of drawing up lists of incoming and outgoing prisoners straight away, as no one had been 
recording this information previously.  Suos Thy explained that Hor was in charge of all matters 
relating to the arrival and departure of prisoners at the PJ Office.  Suos Thy testified about his 
procedure for recording prisoners by writing their names on loose sheets of paper: his lists only 
included the prisoner’s name, position and date of entry into the prison. He was not authorized to 
ask why they had been arrested.  He said that once a list was completed he gave it to Hor, who 
would then incorporate the information into a master list. He was not aware of any prisoners ever 
being released from the PJ Office.   
 
3. Staff Hierarchy at S-21 

 
Suos Thy explained to the Court that S-21 was under the command of the General Staff (headed 
by Son Sen) and was initially run by Ta Nat, and later Duch.  While S-21 was located at the PJ 
Office it had been under the supervision of Ta Nat, whereas Duch, who had previously been Ta 
Nat’s deputy, had taken over as chief at the time S-21 relocated to Ponhea Yat High School.  
Suos Thy was unaware of Duch’s exact position in the DK hierarchy, but believed that he had 
been part of the divisional level.  He stated that Ta Nat had been the commander of Division 703, 
and that many Division 703 forces were chosen by him to work at PJ, including Him Huy, Hor and 
Meng.6  Suos Thy stated that even though Hor had been the chairman of the guard unit, he had 
needed permission from Duch for all major decisions including executions.   
 
The Witness explained the different roles of cadres at S-21.  He said Hor was tasked with 
detaining and executing prisoners, with the help of the 100-man-unit.7  Meng was chief of the 
interrogation office. He had been tasked with drawing up lists of interrogations that had taken 
place, as well as creating master lists for incoming and outgoing prisoners.  The Witness testified 
that Snguon, Poch and Phal had all been members of the guard unit at S-21.  When asked about 
the role of Son Sen and Nuon Chea at S-21, Suos Thy reaffirmed that he had had limited 
knowledge of their roles as he had held a low-ranking position himself.  For the same reason, he 
said, he was unaware of the number of overall staff or members of specific divisions working at 
S-21.  The Witness said he never met or saw Pol Pot in person, but recalled being shown a video 
of Pol Pot and heard over the radio at the time that Pol Pot was Prime Minister of DK. 
 
4. Procedure of Making Lists & Entry of Prisoners 

 
Asked about the registration procedure for incoming prisoners, Suos Thy explained that guards 
from the outer perimeter of S-21 would accompany prisoners to Hor’s office, where he and his 
assistant Lan were stationed.  He would then take down the prisoners’ information by hand in the 



 
KRT Trial Monitor Case 002/02 ■ Issue 56 ■ Hearings on Evidence Week 53 ■ 6 – 9 June 2016 

3	

photography room next to his office and then photographers took pictures of the prisoners.8  After 
recording the information, Suos Thy would forward this list to Hor, who in turn entrusted it to Duch.  
He said that Hor had instructed him on the format to use and how to write the lists. Sous Thy 
testified that he had to draw up lists on a daily basis, which were short and only stated basic 
details, while there was a larger pink book in which the total number of prisoners arriving and 
leaving each day was recorded.  He said civilians, former cadres and former Lon Nol officials 
were all detained at the security center and their occupation would be noted in the lists.  The 
Witness stated that Hor sometimes instructed him to make up consolidated lists, although this 
was uncommon.  Suos Thy did not recall any list of released prisoners, saying that to his 
knowledge, once a prisoner entered S-21 they were never freed.  Confronted with a list allegedly 
produced at S-21 and labeled “sent to rice field,” Suos Thy guessed that this may have applied 
to prisoners who had been received at the outer perimeter of S-21 and who had never entered 
the compound to be registered by him.9  Suos Thy testified that he did not have the authority to 
speak to or see “special” prisoners detained at S-21, although he believed they were held in a 
building to the south of the main S-21 compound.10  
 
5. Days Leading up to the Arrival of the Vietnamese 

 
Suos Thy told the Court that he had never received any instruction to destroy documents prior to 
the arrival of Vietnamese troops in Phnom Penh on 7 January 1979.  He further stated he was 
not aware of any documents being destroyed, although he noted he was not able to speak for all 
units.  The Witness recalled that news of the Vietnamese approaching came as a shock, saying 
they had not been giving advance warning, and said cadres felt “surprise” and “panic.”  
 
6. Witness’s Arrest  
	
Suos Thy also told the Court about his arrest in 1984 for his role at S-21. He explained that there 
had been no trial and he was unaware of the charges against him, but he served a four-year 
prison term.  At the time he had not known who arrested him or where he was detained, as he 
had been blindfolded at the time.  Later, he said, he deduced that he was being held in Vietnam 
by the Vietnamese, as most of the prison guards he saw were Vietnamese.  When he was 
released he was sent back to Cambodia by boat with a release letter from the Cambodian army 
stating he must “become a good citizen and would not oppose them.”11 
 
7. Witness Demeanor and Credibility  

 
While Witness Suos Thy gave detailed answers on his work as a registrar at S-21, his testimony 
was limited by his apparent focus on his own tasks during the DK regime.  He repeatedly stated 
that he could only give information on the tasks performed by himself and had not “paid attention” 
to goings on outside of his realm of responsibility.  Due to the climate of fear prevalent in S-21 at 
the time, this seems plausible, however some of the information he denied knowing was 
surprising given the amount of time he had spent at the Security Center.12  Overall Suos Thy was 
attentive and polite throughout his testimony and appeared to pay close attention to documents 
and lists he was asked about during questioning.  
 
B. Summary of Testimony by Witness Kaing Guek Eav  

 
On Tuesday shortly before the lunch break, Witness Kaing Guek Eav returned to the Trial 
Chamber to once more provide testimony in Case 002.13  Kaing Guek Eav is usually referred to 
by his revolutionary alias Duch; he is 73 years old and was born in Pong Voeuy Village, Pieng 
Bang Commune, Stuon District, Kampong Thom Province.  After having been convicted in Case 
001, he is currently serving a life sentence in Kandal Provincial Prison. Although he converted to 
Christianity in 1995 he professed to not practicing any religion at present.14  
 
1. Case 001 Background and Response to Nuon Chea’s Statement 
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During opening questions from President Nil Nonn, the Witness was advised that since he is 
currently serving a life sentence for crimes against humanity and grave breaches of the  Geneva 
Conventions, he must respond to all questions put by the Bench and Parties regardless of 
whether the responses could incriminate him, on the principle of res judicata (meaning, such 
charges had already been adjudicated in Case 001, rendering moot the threat of self-incrimination 
regarding Duch’s actions at S-21).  The President advised Duch that he was only permitted not 
to respond if his responses could incriminate him in regard to the charges in Cases 002/01 or 
002/02, or if a question was outside the scope of the trial.  The Witness chose not to have a duty 
counsel present to assist him, but was accompanied by a prison security guard due to his status 
as a prisoner. 
 
The OCP opened its questioning by giving the Witness a chance to respond to a statement Nuon 
Chea made in Case 002/01.  Nuon Chea made the statement following Duch’s appearance as a 
Witness in the previous trial segment, however Parties were not given the chance to respond at 
the time.15  On Tuesday therefore, Assistant Prosecutor Dale Lysak read part of the statement to 
Duch and allowed him an opportunity to respond.  In the statement, Nuon Chea had denied 
responsibility over S-21, saying: “What Duch has accused me of is untruthful and unjust towards 
me. I have never ordered or received any documents from Duch. I was not his superior.”  In 
response, Duch expressed his surprise and labeled the Accused’s denial of responsibility 
“nonsense.”  Duch explained that Nuon Chea was Deputy Secretary of the CPK, which gave him 
authority over Duch.  The Witness also provided specific examples of instances where he had 
received orders from “Brother Nuon” and regularly sent Nuon Chea documents related to S-21.  
Duch was adamant Nuon Chea had known what was happening in the Security Center, stating: 
“In every task there was involvement by Nuon Chea as well.”  
 
2. Witness’s Role at M-13 and Establishment of S-21 

 
Duch told the Court that he was chosen as chief of the M-13 office in Om Leang on 20 July 1971.  
He recalled that it had been Vorn Vet who had been sent by the Central Committee to inform him 
of his promotion. He explained that from that point onward he received his orders from Vorn Vet.  
He said that one of his first assignments at M-13 had included him holding training sessions on 
interrogation methods for members of Division 703.  In June 1975 Duch was called to Phnom 
Penh for a study session, at which time he was informed of the establishment of the santebal.16  
He said his first assignment as part of the santebal was to collect documents from the homes and 
offices of officials of the former regime, which were then kept as records at S-21.17  According to 
Duch, S-21 was established on 15 August 1975 during a meeting between himself, Son Sen and 
Ta Nat.  He said Son Sen informed them that Ta Nat would be the Center’s chief, while Duch 
would be deputy. S-21 was initially located at the Judicial Police Office (“PJ Office”).   
 
3. S-21 Staff and Hierarchy 

 
During the early days of S-21, Duch was deputy to Ta Nat, who had overall control of the center.  
Duch explained that Ta Nat was sometimes referred to for short as “Brother 03” because he had 
been head of Division 703, and he brought many of his Division 703 staff with him to work at S-
21.  The Witness said that Ta Nat assigned him to work and stay at Chea Kim Eng’s house on 
Street 431 and was tasked to bring prisoners from Takhmao for interrogation, using the training 
he received while managing M-13.  Later, in March 1976, Ta Nat was transferred to head the 
General Staff and Duch was promoted to chief of S-21, with Ta Hor as his deputy.  Ta Hor had 
been imprisoned at Prey Sar along with Duch prior to the beginning of the Lon Nol regime.  Duch 
also identified Mam Nai as an interrogator at S-21.   
 
4. Role of Nuon Chea  
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The Witness stated that when the Security Center was initially established it was under the control 
of Son Sen, alias Khieu.  Duch and Son Sen would speak for about an hour every day on a secure 
phone line; Duch said this was how he usually received instructions and feedback, as Son Sen 
rarely wrote to him.  Occasionally the two men would meet in person for around thirty minutes at 
a time at a location near Borei Keila.  On 15 August 1977 Duch met Nuon Chea for the first time, 
when he was informed Son Sen had been replaced by Nuon Chea.  The Witness recalled being 
called by a cadre named Pang to attend a meeting at the Saramrith Buddhist School, meeting 
Nuon Chea on the upper floor of the school.  The Witness said Nuon Chea told him Son Sen had 
been sent to work in “the eastern battlefront.”  Thus, the Witness explained, he began sending 
reports of confessions and torture to to Nuon Chea instead of Son Sen. Duch testified that, 
although there was no explicit instruction from Nuon Chea to torture prisoners, he had been 
aware of the practice and had never forbidden it.   Duch further testified that there was never any 
instruction from Nuon Chea to release prisoners from S-21, adding that to his knowledge no one 
had ever been freed except for one prisoner named Phun, a former dentist, as they wanted him 
to treat their teeth.18  
 
5. Treatment of Lon Nol Soldiers and Muslims  

 
Duch also testified about the treatment of soldiers and officials of the former Lon Nol regime.  He 
explained that his initial task of collecting documents from the homes of those associated with 
the regime was intended as a way of gathering information on potential “enemies.”  Important 
documents would be passed on to his superiors, and documents were kept at his office in S-21.  
After he became deputy at S-21, Duch said, the majority of prisoners brought in were former Lon 
Nol soldiers and officials.19  He said he did not interrogate the former soldiers himself, but those 
who did conduct interrogations per his orders attempted to discover names of other soldiers and 
officials during interrogations.  
 
The Witness noted that during the DK period there was CPK policy to “smash” enemies, 
established at the Third Party Congress in 1971.  He recalled a specific plan to remove Muslim 
people along the river to the North Zone, after a telegram sent by Phim to Pol on 2 November 
1975.  He said that initially the Muslim population, particularly the population in the East Zone, 
was gathered in various locations, and Ta Nat was instructed by Angkar to gather them up at 
Takhmao and finally “smash” them at S-21.  
 
6. Interrogations at S-21 

 
Duch was questioned in detail about the interrogation process and torture methods used at S-21.  
Duch explained that usually he and his deputy Hor would assign interrogators to question 
prisoners, however the interrogators of “important” prisoners would be selected by the upper 
echelon.  The Witness testified that he had been instructed to question Koy Thuon, former North 
Zone Secretary, while Hor had been told to interrogate Yim Sambath.20  Other important 
prisoners, he said, were interrogated by Pon.  Pon and Mam Nai had also been asked to 
interrogate the four Western prisoners; two of whom were identified as Americans Michael Scott 
Deeds and Christopher Edward DeLance.  Duch explained that Mam Nai had been exclusively 
in charge of interrogating Vietnamese prisoners, as he was the only guard who spoke 
Vietnamese. The Witness stated that the length of interrogations depended on the information 
the upper echelon was interested in: if a prisoner did not provide sufficient detail, the interrogation 
would continue.  
 
Duch explained that he held interrogation training sessions to explain about the three methods of 
interrogations he had developed: the cold, the hot, and the “chewing” methods.21  He said that to 
begin, interrogators applied the cold method to locate weak points in a prisoner’s background 
that could be exploited.22  Duch explained that once the cold unit had questioned prisoners on 
their biography, these prisoners were handed over to the hot unit, who would use torture.  The 
Witness stated that only a few people were then sent to the “chewing” unit for more detailed 
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information due to time and staff constraints.  Duch was unable to say how many interrogators 
had worked at S-21, although he believed at one point there were 33.  Duch told the Court that 
both male and female prisoners were interrogated, but that female prisoners were only 
questioned by the wives of male interrogators.23  
 
7. Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment 

 
Duch explained that he was taught methods of torture by Vorn Vet while he was working at M-
13.  He explained the four most common methods: beatings, electrocution, water boarding, and 
suffocation by plastic bag.  Duch said Vorn Vet told him suffocating with plastic bags was a “yuon” 
practice and was beneficial because it left no bruises or marks on a prisoner’s body.24  Duch 
stated that electrocution was the preferred torture method of Ta Nat, while his own preference 
was to beat prisoners.  He recalled that Nat had used the electric cables of phones connected to 
prisoners’ big toes to shock.  Duch said interrogators had to obtain any tools they wanted to use 
themselves. Duch also identified an interrogator named Thoy who had a “liked” torture and would 
compete with the other interrogators.  Duch said: “Sometimes it was a bit risky to let Thoy 
interrogate prisoners because he could resort to torturing them.”  Although confronted with 
testimony about the sounds of torture being heard outside the S-21 compound, Duch refuted this 
and said no screams or other noises could be heard outside the interrogation rooms.25 
 
In addition to physical torture, Duch told the Court about psychological torture applied at S-21.  
He said interrogators were told to remind prisoners of their families’ welfare during the “cold” 
stage of interrogation, so as to make them fear for the lives of their loved ones.  In addition, the 
Witness recalled prisoners being made to bow down and salute images of dogs or humans with 
dog heads in order to humiliate them.  He said the dog was a symbol of “Ho Chi Minh and Nixon.”  
He also testified that interrogation tools such as double-edged axes or water-filled buckets were 
present at the center to intimidate prisoners into confessing though they were not necessarily 
actually used on the prisoners.26 
 
When questioned by the OCP, Duch testified about the death of the wife of Thach Chea, a former 
academic from the Lon Nol regime.  Although he could not recall the wife’s name, Duch did recall 
her fate.  He said she was used by medics at S-21 for medical training, in which they operated 
on her while she fully conscious, ultimately leading to her death.  He told the Court that he had 
opposed the procedure, but that Ta Nat had given the medics permission.  Later on, he said, Son 
Sen criticized them for allowing the live surgery on Thach Chea’s wife, not because of the 
inhumanity of the act, but because she was a well-known prisoner.  The Witness stated that no 
other live surgeries were conducted from then on.  Asked if any other medical experiments were 
conducted at S-21, Duch recalled that Nuon Chea had once ordered him to test poisonous pills 
on prisoners.  He said Nuon Chea had discovered a plot to assassinate Khmer Rouge cadres 
and Pol Pot in particular, and wanted to see whether the pills that were intended to be used were 
indeed poisonous.  Duch told the Court that he had replaced the powder in the pills with 
Paracetamol to prevent these prisoners from dying.  
 
8. Confessions 

 
Duch testified that once a confession had been obtained, he would send it to his superiors for 
feedback to know whether further interrogation was required.  He said one copy of the confession 
would be kept at S-21 and that, if it implicated anyone else, a copy would be sent to relevant zone 
of the person implicated.  Interestingly, Duch questioned the reliability of the information 
contained in confessions.  He recalled a meeting with Son Sen and Ta Nat, at which Son Sen 
informed them that there had been CIA agents uncovered in Sector 32 and asked why no such 
CIA agents had yet been uncovered at S-21.  The Witness said the implication was clear that 
they would need to get prisoners to confess to being CIA agents soon, regardless of the veracity 
of the confession.  He made a comparison with the Chinese Communist Party, saying that in 
China people were targeted by being labelled “leftist” or “rightist,” while in DK people were 
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targeted by being labelled “CIA or KGB agent” or, later “land-swallowing yuon,” regardless of 
whether this was in fact true. 
 
9. Executions 

 
The Witness contested a prior statement from Nuon Chea that some prisoners were released 
from S-21: he said they were all were killed.  He confirmed that it was the practice at S-21 that 
the word “kam” meaning “smash” would be written next to the names on prisoner list of those to 
be executed.  He said sometimes Nuon Chea would instruct him to execute prisoners in order to 
make room for more prisoners to be brought into the compound.  Although it is not listed as a 
crime site in the Closing Order, the Witness testified about the Takhmao Psychiatric Hospital in 
some detail.27  He identified Takhmao as one of three main execution sites; the other two were 
Choeung Ek and the area surrounding area around S-21, although this final site was only used 
“when it was urgent or necessary.”  Duch could not remember when Takhmao stopped being 
used as an execution site but said it was before Son Sen was replaced by Nuon Chea.  He also 
did not know who was in charge of Takhmao Prison.  He said that later he received a phone call 
from Son Sen telling him that the site would be used by the Ministry of Social Affairs, to which 
Duch responded by asking for some time to exhume and cremate the bodies buried there.  
Although not questioned in detail about Choeung Ek, Duch referred to it in passing as the main 
execution site for S-21. Interestingly, he said that it had been in operation prior to when he began 
his employment at S-21 (a claim which is contested in the Case 002 Closing Order).28  
 
10. Treatment of Children and Spouses of Prisoners  
 

The Witness testified that it was DK policy that spouses of prisoners were treated in the same 
way as prisoners, so if one was arrested or smashed the other would be too.  This also often 
applied to the children or extended families of prisoners.  Duch clarified that spouses and children 
of prisoners were rarely interrogated, as they were not seen as knowing much information of use 
to the regime.  When shown a list of S-21 prisoners by Prosecutor Dale Lysak, the Witness 
confirmed that he had written “interrogate 4, smash the others” next to a group of 18 family 
members.  He also recalled Nuon Chea telling him at the end of the regime when the Vietnamese 
troops were advancing that all children had to be executed with their parents.  He said most 
children were sent to be killed at Choeung Ek, and that children did not stay long at S-21.  Duch 
appeared to rationalize the killing of children, saying: 

 
If there were no instructions to kill orphans, then there had to be orphanage 
centers. But no one ever saw orphanages existing during the regime. That is 
evidence that the CPK instructed subordinates to smash the wives and 
children when the fathers or husbands were considered traitors. 

 
He disputed prior claims from Nuon Chea that he had instructed the release of some prisoners, 
saying: “There was never any instruction not to kill children, pregnant women, women, there was 
never such an instruction.”  He said children were executed in order to prevent them later seeking 
revenge for the deaths of their parents. Duch also told the Court about the three children of Sang 
Onn, who he said he had tried to save.  Sang Onn was a soldier from Oudong, formerly part of 
the CP.  After he was arrested, Duch tried to take care of his three children, however he said that 
even though he gave them enough food, they did not survive because they missed their 
“emotional attachment” to their parents.  “Anyone who raised children in a prison would not be 
successful,” he said.  Duch said that after he reported this matter to Son Sen, his superior said 
he had to have “clear” or “absolutist” stance regarding the children of prisoners. 
 
11. Arrest of Vorn Vet and his Family  

 
The Witness testified about the arrest and execution of Vorn Vet, also referred to as “Brother 
Ten.”  He recalled that Vorn Vet was arrested in late 1978 along with Cheng Orn, his deputy.  He 
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said their wives were arrested, on the orders of Nuon Chea,29 and taken to Saramarith Buddhist 
school, while he presumed Vorn Vet’s children were taken by Pang's group and smashed “since 
there was no gain keeping them for interrogation.”  Duch said he had been ordered to go to the 
Buddhist School to interrogate the men’s wives, however in his opinion “there was not much 
benefit” from questioning the women.  Vorn Vet’s wife had the revolutionary name Voeun and 
was in charge of the medical office (also called Hospital 75) of the Ministry of Industry, which 
used the Chinese Hospital on Monivong Boulevard.  Cheng Orn’s wife’s name was Phors, and 
Duch recalled being imprisoned with her at Prey Sar in 1970.  When shown a document indicating 
that Vorn Vet’s 75-year-old mother and 6-year-old daughter had been sent to S-21, the Witness 
said he was unaware of the identities of these women or whether they had been detained.  Duch 
described feeling “desperate and fatigued… fearful” following the arrest of his former supervisor 
Vorn Vet.  He said he was afraid of being arrested himself, and said his wife would feel “relief that 
[he] survived the day” when he returned home after work. 
 
12. Question about Specific Civil Parties 

 
On Thursday afternoon Civil Party Lead Co-Lawyer Marie Guiraud based her questioning around 
the information contained in specific Civil Party applications, asking Duch about particular Civil 
Parties who has been prisoners at S-21, and asking the witness to react to excerpts from Civil 
Party Applications and Civil Party testimony. 
 

a. Chao Seng 
 
The first Civil Party mentioned by the Lead Co-Lawyer was Chao Kim, the brother of Chao Seng 
who had died at S-21.  Chao Kim was accepted as a Civil Party in Case 002/02 because of the 
pain and suffering the death of his brother caused him.  Duch testified that he remembered Chao 
Seng, the former Minister of Education who created a new curriculum.  The Witness described 
Chao Seng in a positive manner, saying he “did many good things,” and referring to him as 
“famous.”  Chao Seng was sent to S-21 in around August 1977, around the time when Nuon 
Chea replaced Son Sen. When Chao Seng was registered at S-21 he was recorded as Chen 
Suon, in order to hide the identity of the high-profile prisoner.  The Witness explained that Mam 
Nai had been a former student of Chao Seng, and Duch instructed Mam Nai to interrogate his 
former teacher.  Chao Seng was also used to assist interrogating Vietnamese prisoners along 
with Mam Nai for a time. Duch testified that before Son Sen left for the east he gave Duch 
instructions to keep the prisoner alive, however after Nuon Chea took over, orders came for Chao 
Seng to be smashed.30  Nuon Chea seemed visibly upset when he spoke about the fate of Chao 
Seng, and expressed his desire to meet his wife so that he could: “Express my regret that I could 
not protect him.” 
 

b. Ruos Sarin 
 
The second Civil Party discussed by Ms. Guiraud was the wife of Ruos Sarin, the former director 
of Pochentong Airport who died at S-21 after being detained for a time in Boeung Trabek.31  Ms. 
Guiraud introduced the harm and suffering of Mrs. Ruos, saying the family had returned from 
France to Cambodia in 1976 after which they were both interned in Boeung Trabek.  Although 
Mrs. Ruos survived, her husband disappeared from the detention center and she later learned 
he had been executed at S-21.  His name is on the recently updated OCIJ list of S-21 prisoners.  
Duch did not remember this particular prisoner, even after being shown his name on a prisoner 
list.  He said he only recalled one prisoner sent from Boeung Trabek to S-21 by the name; Pin 
Thon, whose wife and daughter were Civil Parties in Case 001.32  Although Pin Thon was the 
only individual Duch could name, he said many people were sent to S-21 from Boeung Trabek, 
recalling there were two separate locations there, one of which was controlled by Ok Sovorn. The 
other was used to detain intellectuals, and was controlled by Comrade Pong.  Duch recalled that 
Comrade Pong would inform him of new arrivals from this detention facility. 
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c. Michael Scott Deeds 
 
The Witness was also questioned by the Civil Party about Western prisoners who died at S-21.  
An American man named Timothy Scott Deeds is a Civil Party in Case 002/02 due to the pain 
and suffering caused him by the death of his brother, Michael Scott Deeds, who records show 
entered S-21 on 26 November 1978.  Mr. Deeds and another American were arrested by the 
navy along the coast at Kampong Som and charged with trespassing into Democratic 
Kampuchea to spy.  Duch stated that at S-21 they were “interrogated and later smashed, as per 
instructions.”   The Witness explained that it was Nuon Chea who ordered the execution of the 
four Westerners (including the two Americans) at S-21,33 and that he further instructed that the 
bodies be “burned to ashes” so that there would be no evidence of Westerners being executed 
by the regime.  This meeting took place at the Saramarith Buddhist School.  He said the men 
were burned using car tires near a large pond near the S-21 compound.  Duch twice stated: “we 
did not want to follow Cuba, because in Cuba they detained US prisoners to exchange for tractors, 
but here we had to burn them to ashes.”34 
 
13. Female Prisoners and Cases of Sexual Violence 

 
The other significant portion of the Civil Party lawyer’s questioning focused on instances of sexual 
and gender-based violence at S-21.  Largely Duch denied any knowledge of the examples 
provided by Ms. Guiraud, expressing his disbelief that there would have been motive or 
opportunity for any of the guards to commit rape or other acts of such violence at the security 
center.  He said he only knew of one case, of a guard who raped Duch’s former teacher, which 
he said was “related to a mistake made during the interrogation process.”  When confronted with 
testimony from Lach Mean, who described three separate incidences of rape, the Witness 
launched into a criticism of Lach Mean himself, who had previously testified in Case 001.35  Duch 
appeared to imply that the Lach Mean who appeared in court was not the same person who had 
worked as an interrogator at S-21 and was only present to incriminate Duch in his first trial.  Duch 
said if the cases mentioned by Lach Mean had truly occurred, then “that person would have been 
beheaded.”  When presented with evidence from Him Huy again about sexual violence at S-21, 
Duch denied any knowledge of this, stating that if Him Huy had witnessed anything he would 
have reported it to Hor, not to Duch.36 
 
Duch appeared defensive when confronted with prior testimony of sexual assault at S-21, stating: 
“Who engaged in sexual rape at S-21? It was an office with hundreds of prisoners, armed guards 
for special prisoners, who would dare to sexually rape someone there? Nobody!”  Ms. Guiraud 
recounted the Civil Party application of a Civil party who claimed to have been raped by a guard 
named Chhum Phal, however although Duch recalled hearing about this story he strenuously 
denied it could be true, saying: “Chhum Phal was an innocent man.”37  Ms. Guiraud also 
confronted Duch with the testimony of Prak Khan, who testified that Mam Nai’s messenger had 
committed rape at S-21, however Duch disputed this, saying only himself, Hor and Huy had been 
ranked highly enough to warrant having a messenger.38 
 
14. Witness Demeanor and Credibility  

 
The Witness appeared to have no difficulties following proceedings and was able to answer all 
questions put to him in a confident, articulate manner.  Duch was very forthcoming with his 
responses and regularly provided detailed information beyond the scope of the questions put to 
him, remembering specific examples, names, locations and dates to an impressive extent 
considering the amount of time that has passed since the events in question.  The Witness 
appeared very eager to assist the Court, to the extent that he would sometimes begin explaining 
aspects of DK that had in fact not been asked of him.   
 
At times it was unclear what information the Witness had known during the DK period and what 
he had learned after the fact, either during his own trial or during his testimony as a witness in 
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Case 002/01.  Occasionally he appeared dismissive when questions were put to him that had 
been previously asked of him during the two prior cases, for example saying: “I already told this 
to the Investigating Judge during the investigation phase.”  He also appeared to become agitated 
when presented with testimony that conflicted with his own, for instance that of Lach Mean.  He 
went so far as to imply that the man who testified under this name in Case 002/01 had been an 
imposter.   
 
III. LEGAL AND PROCEDURAL ISSUES 

 
Proceedings ran smoothly this week and although objections were made over the form of 
questions, few significant legal or procedural issues were raised.  One issue that came up a 
number of times was the lack of clear distinction between the Witness’s contemporaneous 
knowledge and what he subsequently learned in the years after 1979. 

 
A. Witness’s Contemporaneous Knowledge 

 
Defense Counsel for Nuon Chea objected a number of times to instances in which the Witness 
appeared to be relying on information he learned after 7 January 1979 in giving his answers.  It 
was noted that Duch had had an enormous opportunity to gain knowledge about the DK period 
during Case 001 and when he appeared as a witness in Case 002/01, thus the Defense was 
concerned his testimony would be tainted by subsequently-obtained (rather than firsthand) 
knowledge.  Indeed, Monitors noted several pieces of testimony provided by the Witness in which 
he appeared to be basing his knowledge on evidence provided in Case 001, and not information 
he had been aware of at the time.  For example, on Wednesday when asked about the treatment 
of pregnant women, Duch responded that: “When the chamber tried Case 001 there was a 
Witness named Bu Thon who was a widow.  She was transported by truck and she delivered her 
baby in the city and that was an incident I can remember, that is the only one.”  The Bench and 
OCP argued that as long as the Witness clearly identified the source of his information they would 
have no problems.  Despite this, objections continued to be made by Counsel for Nuon Chea on 
this basis throughout the week.   
 
IV.  TRIAL MANAGEMENT 
 

This week the Trial Chamber concluded the testimony of Witness Suos Thy and began testimony 
of Kaing Guek Eav alias Duch over the course of four days this week.  These two are the last 
remaining witnesses in trial segment on Security Center S-21. 
 
A. Attendance  

 
Nuon Chea continues to waive his right to be present in the courtroom, and observed the 
proceedings all week from the holding cell due to his poor health. Khieu Samphan was present in 
the courtroom in all sessions throughout the week. Duty Counsel Mam Rithea was present this 
week in the courtroom in order to provide legal counsel to Witness Suos Thy on his right to against 
self-incrimination.   
 
Judge Attendance: All Judges were present in the courtroom throughout the week. 
 
Parties: Mr. Son Arun, national Defense Lawyer for Nuon Chea was absent on Monday morning 
and Mr. Kong Sam Onn, national Defense Lawyer for Khieu Samphan was absent on Thursday 
for personal reasons. On Thursday, Counsel Victor Koppe, international Defense Lawyer for 
Nuon Chea was absent in afternoon sessions and was replaced by his international colleague 
Ms. Doreen Chan who was recently sworn in as a defense lawyer for Nuon Chea. 
 
Attendance by the public: 
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DATE MORNING AFTERNOON 

Monday 
06/06/2016 

• Approximately 340 students from 
Kampong Speu High School, 
Chbar Mon District, Kampong 
Speu Province 

• Three national observers  
• 18 foreign observers  
• Nine Civil Parties  

• Approximately 220 students from 
Kampong Tralach High School, 
Kampong Tralach District, 
Kampong Chhnang Province 

• One foreign observer 
• Eight Civil Parties 

Tuesday 
07/06/2016 

• Approximately 100 villagers and 
two monks from Odongk District, 
Kampong Speu Province 

• 25 students from Build Bright 
University, Phnom Penh 

• Ten foreign observers  
• Nine Civil Parties 

• Approximately 100 villagers from 
Odongk District, Kampong Speu 
Province  

• 25 staffs from Tuol Sleng 
Museum of Genocide, Phnom 
Penh 

• 20 foreign observers  
• Eight Civil Parties 

Wednesday 
08/06/2016 

• Approximately 185 students from 
Preah Beida Ek Reach High 
School and Chrey Ho Phnao High 
School, Kong Pisey District, 
Kampong Speu Province 

• Eight Civil Parties 
• 16 foreign observers 

• Approximately 145 students, 12 
teachers and one monk from 
Preah Norodom Ranarith High 
School and Torp Meanchey High 
School, Kong Pisey District, 
Kampong Speu Province  

• 16 students and two monks from 
Paññāsāstra University of 
Cambodia (PUC), Phnom Penh 

• Three foreign observers 
• Six Civil Parties  

Thursday 
09/06/2016 

• Approximately 180 students and 
eight teachers from Hun Sen 
Ksach Kandal High School, Ksach 
Kandal District, Kandal Province 

• Seven Civil Parties  
• 16 foreign observers 

• Approximately 190 students and 
18 teachers Hun Sen Ksach 
Kandal High School, Ksach 
Kandal District, Kandal Province 

• One monk  
• Nine foreign observers  
• Seven Civil Parties  

 
B. Time Management 

 
This week the Trial Chamber successfully concluded testimony of Witness Suos Thy and 
commenced to hear testimony of Witness Duch.  The OCP and LCLCPs shared their four allotted 
days to question Duch, with the OCP pausing their questioning half way through and planning to 
resume on Monday following the conclusion of the LCLCP’s one day. 
 
C. Courtroom Etiquette 

 
On Monday 6 June 2016, Mr. Victor Koppe, international Defense Lawyer for Nuon Chea was 
heard to say “God almighty” under his breath following an intervention from Judge Claudia Fenz 
who sought clarification about the documents Mr. Koppe was using.  Throughout Duch’s 
testimony this week, the President advised all Parties a number of times to take care of the 
Witness’s health and to slow their questions to give him time to respond.  Overall proceedings 
ran smoothly this week. 
 
D. Translation and Technical Issues 
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This week Parties experienced in a number of translation issues as a result of fast interactions 
between Parties.  Monitors noted errors translating S-21 prisoners’ names, locations, dates and 
numbers.39  On a number of occasions Duch himself corrected mistranslations.40  No technical 
malfunctions delayed proceedings, and overall the week ran smoothly.  
 
E. Time Table 

 

DATE START MORNING 
BREAK LUNCH AFTERNOON 

BREAK RECESS TOTAL 
HOURS 

Monday 
06/06/2016 

9:01 10:10-10:30 11:31-13:29 14:40-15:00 16:05 4 hours  
26 minutes 

Tuesday 
07/06/2016 

9:00 10:09-10:29 11:33-13:29 14:38-14:58 16:05 4 hours  
29 minutes 

Wednesday 
08/06/2016 9:00 10:10-10:31 11:33-13:28 14:37-14:58 15:59 4 hours 

22 minutes 

Thursday 
09/06/2016 9:00 10:07-10:28 11:31-13:32 14:39-14:59 16:01 4 hours 

19 minutes 

Average number of hours in session    4 hours and 24 minutes 
Total number of hours this week     17 hours and 36 minutes  
Total number of hours, day, weeks at trial    717 hours and 27 minutes 

193 TRIAL DAYS OVER 56 WEEKS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*This report was authored by Lena Harris-Pomeroy, Caitlin McCaffrie, Visot Nom, Lina Tay, Sathapor Thom and Penelope 
Van Tuyl as part of the KRT Trial Monitoring and Community Outreach Program.  KRT Trial Monitor is a collaborative 
project between the East-West Center, in Honolulu, and the WSD HANDA Center for Human Rights and International 
Justice at Stanford University (previously known as the UC Berkeley War Crimes Studies Center).  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 Southeast Asia. 
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1  KAING Guek Eav (alias Duch) was found guilty by the Trial Chamber and sentenced to 35 years’ imprisonment 
on 26 July 2010, see Trial Chamber “Judgment” (26 July 2010), E188.  KAING Guek Eav appealed the verdict to the 
Supreme Court Chamber, which was dismissed.  The OCP also appealed the verdict, and on 3 February 2012 the 
Supreme Court Chamber quashed the decision of the Trial Chamber and increased the Accused’s sentence to life 
imprisonment, see Supreme Court Chamber, “Appeal Judgment” (3 February 2012), F28. 
2  KAING Guek Eav testified in Case 002/01 over twelve days from 19 March – 10 April 2012.  For summaries of 
his testimony in Case 002/01 see CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 15, Hearings on Evidence Week 10 (19-21 
March 2012); CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 16, Hearings on Evidence Week 11 (26-29 March 2012); CASE 
002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 17, Hearings on Evidence Week 12 (2-5 April 2012); CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, 
Issue 18, Hearings on Evidence Week 13 (9-10 April 2012). 
3  SUOS Thy was questioned this week in the following order: international co-counsel for Nuon Chea, Victor 
KOPPE; international co-counsel for Khieu Samphan, Anta GUISSE.  For a summary of SUOS Thy’s earlier 
testimony, see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 55, Hearings on Evidence Week 52 (2-3 June 2016). 
4  The Witness was confronted by Defense Counsel Koppe with a meeting minutes from a June 1976 meeting of 
the Standing Committee which discusses a blood donation policy, however the Witness said he had no knowledge of 
this and repeated that he only paid attention to his own tasks. 
5  Last week SUOS Thy explained that his two brothers had been soldiers in the Lon Nol regime and that many of 
his family members had also held roles during the regime, which he alleged led to their deaths. 
6  HIM Huy testified before the Trial Chamber in Case 002/02 on 3-5 May 2016.  The Witness held a position at S-
21 during the DK regime and was in charge of transporting prisoners from S-21 to Choeung Ek for execution.  For a 
summary of his testimony see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 53, Hearings on Evidence Week 50 (2-5 May 
2016) pp. 5-8. 
7  The phrase “100-man-unit” was occasionally translated as “company” but it is unclear whether these were two 
words for the same unit.  SUOS Thy also identified Snguon, Hor and Peng as having been members of this “100-
man-unit.”  HIM Huy corroborated the membership of Snguon in this unit, adding that Snguon, Poch, Man and Chorn 
had been arrested in 1977, see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 53, p. 7.  PRAK Khan testified that Snguon 
was the head of the interrogation unit’s “chewing unit” until his arrest, after which he was replaced in this position by 
Chorn, see See CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 52, Hearings on Evidence Week 49 (25-28 April 2016) p. 5. 

																																																													

Unless specified otherwise, 
 

� the documents cited in this report pertain to the Case of Nuon Chea 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 made 

 By AIJI staff; and 
� photos are courtesy of the ECCC. 

 
Glossary of Terms 

 
Case001 The Case of Kaing Guek Eavalias “Duch” (CaseNo.001/18-07-2007-ECCC) 
Case002 The Case of Nuon Chea, Ieng Sary, Ieng Thirith, and Khieu Samphan 

(CaseNo.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 
DSS Defense Support Section 
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 
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 
VSS Victims Support Section 
WESU Witness and Expert Support Unit 
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8  SUOS Thy identified the two photographers as named Song and Srieng.  Witness NHEM En identified Srieng as 
head of the photography unit during his testimony before the Trial Chamber in April 2016.  NHEM En also 
corroborated SUOS Thy’s account of the procedure around the arrival of prisoners, see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL 
MONITOR, Issue 51, Hearings on Evidence Week 48 (18-21 April 2016), pp. 4-6.  Interestingly, SUOS Thy did not 
make any mention of NHEM En being part of the photography unit at S-21. 
9  “The rice fields” refers to the security center at Prey Sar.  HIM Huy also testified that prisoners who were to be 
sent to that location were unloaded outside the perimeter of S-21 and did not have their photograph taken or 
biography recorded, see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 53, p. 5. 
10  Other witnesses have also spoken about the secrecy surrounding the “special prison” at S-21.  During his 
testimony, Witness LACH Mean, who worked as an interrogator at S-21, also stated that he did not have authority to 
go to this area of the compound, see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 52, pp. 3-5. 
11  SUOS Thy was not certain the letter was from the Cambodian army.  Quote taken from monitoring notes. As of 
writing, the official court transcript is yet to be published.   
12  For example, the Witness claimed never to have heard about conflict against the Vietnamese on the border, or 
to know about documents or circulars which existed at the time. 
13  KAING Guek Eav (2-TCW-916) alias Duch was questioned in the following order: President NIL Nonn; assistant 
prosecutor Dale LYSAK; international lead co-lawyer for Civil Parties, Marie GUIRAUD. 
14  The year of Duch’s conversion is provided on the website of the Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of 
Cambodia: Biography, Indicted Persons: Kaing Guek Eav’ http://www.eccc.gov.kh/en/indicted-person/kaing-guek-
eav.  When beginning his testimony this week, Duch stated “I respect the three main religions: Buddhism, 
Confucianism and Christianity…At present I don’t practice any religion although I respect the three main ones.”  He 
appeared to then give the atheist oath: “I solemnly swear that I shall tell the truth.” 
15  Nuon Chea has broken his silence to make statements to the Chamber on a number of occasions during Cases 
002/01 and 002/02.  To date he has not responded to any questions posed following the reading of his pre-prepared 
statements though.  He made the statement in question on 18 April 2012.  At the time, the OCP and CPLCLs wished 
to question the Accused following his statement, in which he categorically denied many of Duch’s allegations, 
however the Trial Chamber ruled that the Accused may maintain his silence as prescribed under Article 35(g) of the 
ECCC Law.  However, the Trial Chamber also ruled that it may take Nuon Chea’s selective exercise of his right to 
silence into consideration in determining the evidentiary weight of his testimony.  For a summary of the issues 
around Nuon Chea’s statement in 2012 see CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 19, Hearings on Evidence Week 14 
(18-20 April 2012). 
16  The word santebal is Khmer for ‘security’ and was used during DK as the name to refer to security forces. 
17  Duch specificially remembered going to the houses of Lon Nol and Van Sor. 
18  The Witness explained that Phun remained within the S-21 compound but was no longer treated as an ordinary 
prisoner.  It is unclear what happened to Phun. 
19  Duch said most of the initial prisoners arrived from Sector 25, Ta Nat’s former base. 
20  The “confessions” of both Koy Thuon and Yim Sambath were recently part of a request from the Nuon Chea 
Defense to be admitted despite the Trial Chamber’s prior ruling on the inadmissibility of S-21 confessions as 
evidence (see: Trial Chamber, “Decision on Evidence Obtained Through Torture” (5 February 2016) E350/8) 
however the Trial Chamber has rejected the request: see Trial Chamber, “Decision on NUON Chea’s Rule 92 Motion 
to Use Certain S-21 Statements” (19 May 2016) E399/4.  
21 PRAK Khan corroborated the existence of the three different interrogation groups at S-21 during his testimony in 
Case 002/02 April 2016.  He himself identified as being a member of the “chewing” unit.  For a summary of his 
testimony see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 52, p. 5-8. 
22  Duch explained that interrogators were not given documents of confessions mentioning the witness prior to 
interrogations as he wanted his staff to gain information on the prisoner from a neutral vantage point 
23  The claim that female prisoners were only interrogated by female guards or the wives of guards was disputed by 
Witness LACH Mean who testified in Case 002/02 in January 2016.  LACH Mean testified to having been an 
interrogator at S-21 himself and although he had never interrogated female prisoners, he also did not know of any 
female interrogators and so concluded that female prisoners were interrogated by men.  See CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL 
MONITOR, Issue 52, p. 4. 
24  The word yuon is a derogatory Khmer term used to refer to the Vietnamese. 
25  This claim is thrown into question as he later testified that windows were kept open for some interrogations.  
26  The water-filled bucket are currently part of a display at the Tuol Sleng Genocide Museum, set up based on a 
painting by Van Nath, a surviving S-21 prisoner 
27  There is in fact one very brief reference to the existence of a “Ta Kmao Psychiactric Hospital” being used as a 
detention facility run by Division 703 in paragraph 419 of the Closing Order.  Office of the Co-Investigating Judges, 
“Closing Order” (15 September 2010) D427, p. 109.  For a summary of the issue of Takhmao and Prey Sar, see 
CASE 002 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 55, p. 5. 
28  The Closing Order states that “On an unknown date between 1976 and mid-1977, Duch decided that prisoners 
would henceforth be executed in Choeung Ek.” Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia, “Case 002 
Closing Order,” (15 September 2010) D427, para 418.  According to Footnote 1818 this was based on Duch’s Case 
001 testimony. 
29  Duch said he could not remember if Nuon Chea gave this order directly to him or whether he had relayed it 
through a subordinate Pang or Lin. He said at the time Nuon Chea was overall in charge but Lin would sometimes 
pass on instructions. 
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30  Civil Party lead co-lawyer Ms Marie Guiraud read part of the Case 001 transcript in which Duch identified Nuon 
Chea as the person who ordered Chao Seng’s execution, however Duch’s in court testimony this week was less 
clear on this point, as he only referred to the “upper echelon.” 
31  Pochentong Airport still exists and is now called Phnom Penh International Airport. 
32  Throughout his testimony this week Duch appeared to have a detailed knowledge of the Case 001 case file, 
including names of lawyers, Civil Parties, documents and dates.  It is uncertain whether this is from his own memory 
or due to subsequent revision of the case notes.  
33  According to Duch, Nuon Chea used the term “long-nosed people” to refer to the Westerners. 
34  During Duch’s testimony it was unclear whether the men were executed prior to their bodies being burned, or 
whether they had been burned alive. 
35  For a summary of LACH Mean’s testimony see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 52, p. 3-5. 
36  For a summary of HIM Huy’s testimony see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 53, pp. 5-8. 
37  Duch also testified that Chhum Phal came from Duch’s wife’s hometown and had been brought to S-21 by Duch 
himself. 
38  For a summary of PRAK Khan’s testimony see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 52, p. 6-7 and CASE 
002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 53, p. 1-2. 
39     Monitors noted mistranslations and simplifications from Khmer to English, for example, ‘interrogation, guard  and 
rice field units’ to ‘interrogation and guard unit’; ‘the forces were from 703’ to ‘Ta Nat was from 703’; ‘I was not aware 
of that matter’ to ‘I was aware of that matter’; ‘100 men unit and 50 men unit’ to ‘each unit or group’; ‘Kiem Toat and 
Nov Va’ to ‘Kiem Toat’; ‘Sihanouk regime before coup d’etat’ to ‘Lon Nol regime’; ‘his son named Pen’ to ‘his child’; 
‘Voen’ to ‘Phin’; ‘Tak Mok brought Borat to be his messenger’ to ‘Ta Mok brought him’; ‘Brother 30’ to ‘Brother 32’; ’50 
percentages were belonged to Hor’ to ‘probably belonged to Hor’; ‘his name is Norng Chathol’ to ‘a child’; ‘traitor’ to 
‘enemy’; ‘a telegram from Bong Phim to Bong Pol’ to ‘a telegram from Pol’; ‘in case of arresting Koy Thuon and cadres 
from North zone’ to ‘new people were arrested’; ‘interrogating Vietnamese and Westerners’ to ‘interrogating 
Vietnamese’; ‘I was asked by Bong Nuon’ to ‘I was asked’; 1977’ to ‘1978.’ From English to Khmer, for example, ‘2048’ 
to ‘2148’; ‘4300’ to ‘3400’ 
40  As the Witness can speak French he was able to correct some errors he heard translating the words of Marie 
Guiraud.  


