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 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 find it regrettable that, in the context of preparing this trial,  

just a few weeks before the end of the trial, additional witnesses 
are being added that could have been identified earlier” 

- Counsel for Khieu Samphan, Anta Guissé. 
 

I. OVERVIEW  
 
This week the Trial Chamber heard the testimony of one Witness in closed session and spent 
the rest of the week on the presentation of key documents related to the regulation of marriage. 
Witness 2-TCW-1002 was heard in closed session on Monday 5 September as his testimony 
relates to ongoing investigations in Cases 003 and 004.  Before going into closed session the 
Trial Chamber also heard responses to a number of requests to admit new documents ahead of 
upcoming Expert testimony of 2-TCE-82.  On Tuesday, the OCP and LCLCP presented key 
documents related to the regulation of marriage and which they believe demonstrate there was 
a nation-wide policy on marriage that had nuances in different areas.1  The Defense Teams 
declined to present any documents, however on Thursday the Khieu Samphan Defense 
responded to the documents presented by the OCP and LCLCP.  After this the Chamber heard 
responses to a number of scheduling concerns. 
 
II. SUMMARY OF WITNESS TESTIMONY 

 
The only witness to be heard this week, 2-TCW-1002, was heard in closed session due to their 
role in ongoing investigations in Cases 003 and 004.2  A summary of this testimony will be 
included in a future report once the redacted transcript of the closed proceedings have been 
made available to monitors 
 
III. SUMMARY OF KEY DOCUMENT PRESENTATIONS 

 
Usually held at the end of each trial segment, this week the Trial Chamber held key document 
hearings mid-way through the segment on the regulation of marriage.  The Defense Teams 
declined to present any key documents, however the Defense Team for Khieu Samphan chose 
to respond to those documents presented by the OCP and LCLCP.3 
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A. Documents Presented by OCP  
 
Senior Assistant Prosecutor Vincent de Wilde d’Estmael presented the key documents of the 
OCP related to the regulation of marriage over three sessions on Tuesday.  He argued that the 
documents he presented demonstrated that the CPK had a policy to increase the population 
through the consummation of forced marriages and that this policy existed in some form 
throughout the country. 
 

1. Marriage as a Political, not Personal, Decision 
 
Mr. de Wilde d’Estmael opened and closed his presentation with a quotation attributed to Nuon 
Chea cited in the book Behind the Killing Fields by Gina Chhon and Thet Sambath: “The man 
always wants to choose a beautiful girl, so that’s why we forced them to get married, and 
Angkar chose the wife.”  Counsel continued to read more quotes from Nuon Chea related to 
marriage, including a statement made about his marriage to wife Lee Kimseng, saying: “I did 
not choose the body but her views and character.”  The Prosecution argued that such 
statements indicate the Accused believed marriage was for the country, not the individual.  Mr. 
de Wilde d’Estmael also drew the Court’s attention to the marriage of Pol Pot with Khieu 
Ponnary, the sister of Ieng Thirith (named Khieu Thirith at birth) who herself married Ieng Sary, 
the DK Foreign Minister.4  He argued these politically motivated marriages demonstrated a 
desire to put the Party above the individual. 
 

2. Need to Increase the Population 
 
The OCP also presented a number of documents to demonstrate the existence of a CPK policy 
to increase the population of DK, beginning with contemporaneous documents.  He cited a 
statement made by Ieng Sary at the 32nd Session of the United Nations (UN) General Assembly 
on 19 October 1977: “We need a population of 12 to 15 million inhabitants within 10 years” and 
another speech made six months later to the Economic and Social Council in which Ieng Sary 
said the population of 8 million was well below their desired level of 20 million and that “The 
goal is to increase the population within a very short time.”  An excerpt of the film Red Wedding 
by Lida Chan was then screened, in which viewers can hear a speech of Pol Pot talking about 
the need to increase the population to 20 million in the next 10 years, as well as a FIBS 
document to the same effect from February 1977.  A statement Khieu Samphan made on 
Phnom Penh Radio on 15 April 1978 similarly stressed the need to increase the population 
rapidly, as did extracts from books written by Khieu Samphan and Philip Short.5  The OCP 
proceeded to present a series of articles from CPK official magazines Revolutionary Youth and 
Revolutionary Flag that encouraged putting Angkar ahead of the family, and having children to 
serve the revolution. 
 
Vincent de Wilde d’Estmael next presented a number of reports from Zone Secretaries to Office 
M401 which detailed the number of births, deaths and marriages in each region, which he 
argued showed the importance placed on marriages and increasing the population more 
generally at the time.  A report by the UN Commission of Human Rights from 30 January 1979 
based on refugee interviews found that “courting” was prohibited during DK and permission for 
marriage was handed down “arbitrarily,” particularly for women.  Moving on to secondary 
documents, the OCP again cited Elizabeth Becker as well as Ian Harris’s book Buddhism Under 
Pol Pot which discuss the practice of forcing disrobed monks to marry, and also Raoul Mark 
Jennar’s Khieu Samphan and the Khmer Rouge, and the late King Norodom Sihanouk’s 
Prisoner of the Khmer Rouge which discuss the practice of arranging weddings for 
handicapped soldiers to young women as a reward for their sacrifice for their country.  Finally, a 
report written by Bridget Toy-Cronin entitled “Sexual Violence During DK: 1975-1979” was 
presented by the OCP, as it contains interviews with people who had experienced forced 
marriages and sexual assault. 
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3. Written Records of Interview 
 
Finally the OCP presented 12 Written Records of Interviews (WRIs) from people who had been 
married during DK.  Although the WRIs contained personal stories that were each unique, there 
were some common trends.  For example, several of the interviewees feared being monitored 
by militia after an arranged marriage, the absence of traditional elements in the wedding 
ceremonies and threats being made to encourage marriage.  Some statements referred to 
marriages being arranged by high-level cadres in the Ministry of Commerce as well as Ta Mok. 
 
B. Documents Presented by LCLCP 

 
In the late afternoon, national LCLCP Pich Ang presented 11 Civil Party Applications (CPAs) as 
well as some WRIs.  The CPAs came from Civil Parties who had been married in provinces as 
disparate as Kampong Cham, Kampong, Siem Reap, Pursat, Battambang, Kampong Chhnang, 
Kandal and Kampong Speu, attempting to demonstrate that the practice was nation-wide.   
Similar to the WRIs presented by the OCP, the CPAs, while different, contained many similar 
elements such as being encouraged to marry by relatives or friends in order to avoid 
punishment, ceremonies devoid of traditional elements, and being arranged to meet with 
spouses on a regular basis after the wedding.  At the end of the day, the international LCLCP 
took the floor to briefly present the WRIs of eight people who suffered as a result of their 
marriages during DK.  She made a point to note the long-term impact of these marriages and 
the prejudice and pain associated with remaining with your spouse after DK.  Ms. Guiraud 
clarified that she and her national colleague had chosen to read statements in the key 
document hearings that came from Civil Parties who would not be appearing in the victim 
impact hearings at the end of the segment.    
 
C. Defense for Khieu Samphan’s Response to Document Presentations 

 
Although choosing not to present any documents of their own, after a one-day break in 
proceedings on Wednesday, the Khieu Samphan Defense Team responded to OCP and 
LCLCP key documents on Thursday morning.  International Counsel began by repeating the 
Defense’s familiar argument that WRIs should not be used as key documents unless the 
witnesses and Civil Parties appear in court to have their evidence challenged.  She then 
proceeded to go through the documents presented by the OCP and LCLCP.   
 

1. Marriage as a Political, not Personal, Decision  
 
First the Defense for Khieu Samphan addressed claims made by the OCP that the marriages of 
Nuon Chea, Pol Pot and Ieng Sary, as discussed in Elizabeth Becker’s book When The War 
Was Over, are demonstrative of the CPK’s broader attitude to marriage.  Counsel Guissé 
argued that societies throughout the world, both historically and currently, have used marriage 
as a political agreement rather than for love, and that this was in no way unique to DK.  She 
also pointed out that Nuon Chea’s statements about his own marriage are purely indicative of 
his own private life, and that it was not possible to extrapolate from this his views on marriage 
more broadly. 
 

2. Need to Increase the Population 
 
Secondly, Counsel Guissé addressed claims made by the OCP that the DK regime had an 
explicit policy to increase the population rapidly through a nation-wide system of marriage.  She 
argued instead that the majority of contemporaneous statements and documents refer mainly to 
the need to improve the living conditions of the population, and those documents that do 
mention marriage do so only as an aside.  She read extended extracts from the same 
documents cited by the OCP, which speak about the need to improve healthcare and living 
conditions, rather than the birthrate.6  She argued that the passage cited by the OCP from 
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Khieu Samphan’s book A Recent History of Cambodia and My Successive Positions was in fact 
a passage in which Khieu Samphan was discussing Philip Short’s opinions, not his own.  
Further, Counsel read a part of Philip Short’s book Pol Pot: Anatomy of a Nightmare in which he 
says arranged marriages are traditional in Khmer society, arguing that the DK policy toward 
marriage was merely an extension of this former practice.  Referring to reports from Zones to 
the Center cited by the OCP, in particular one on suicide, Defense noted that the OCP could 
not draw the conclusion that suicides which had occurred shortly after marriages were the direct 
result of the marriage, as it is impossible to know the motivation for such an act. 
 
Moving away from contemporaneous documents and onto academic works, Counsel Guissé 
argued that Elizabeth Becker’s book relies on interviews used in isolation, which “is her right, 
but we cannot use the same approach in a court of law.”  She also argued that the use of a 
quote from the late King Norodom Sihanouk in Raoul Marc Jennar’s book posed a problem 
because the late King has passed away and is not able to be called as a Witness to be 
challenged on the quote.   
 

3. Written Records of Interview  
 
Finally, turning to WRIs, in addition to the reminding the Chamber of the Defense’s view that “a 
written statement is different to a hearing when we can cross examine,” Counsel read from a 
few of the WRIs which she said also contained relevant excerpts not included in the LCLCP and 
OCP’s key document presentations: including one person who claimed women could refuse 
marriages.  Lastly, the Khieu Samphan Defense reiterated their position that rape outside the 
context of marriage is not part of the charges against the two Accused, regardless of whether or 
not an appeal is filed before the Supreme Court Chamber.  This was relevant as Counsel 
argued some of the WRIs read by the LCLCPs in particular contained claims of rape that 
occurred outside the context of marriage. 
 
IV. LEGAL AND PROCEDURAL ISSUES 

 
This week the Trial Chamber heard oral responses to a number of requests to admit documents 
related to the upcoming appearance of 2-TCE-82, an Expert Witness on the regulation of 
marriage.  During this animated debate the issue of whether rape outside of the context of 
forced marriage forms part of the charges against the two Accused was again raised.  
 
A. Admission of New Documents Ahead of Expert 2-TCE-82 

 
The OCP and both Defense Teams made requests to admit new documents ahead of the 
appearance of 2-TCE-82, scheduled to appear next week.7  The OCP requested to admit two 
documents written by 2-TCE-828 and the Defense for Khieu Samphan requested six 
documents. Both requests fell under Internal Rule 87(4).9  The Defense for Nuon Chea made a 
request to admit documents under both Internal Rules 87(4) and 93,10 which concerns 
additional investigations by the Trial Chamber.11  The OCP objected to the Defense’s Rule 
87(4) requests, however the Defense for Nuon Chea objected to the OCP’s request on the 
grounds that the material was too copious and suggested only certain chapters of the books 
requested be admitted, for practical reasons.  Counsel for Nuon Chea, Doreen Chen, argued 
that, should the request to admit the entire books be granted, her team would need more time 
to review these documents and would request the Expert testify at a later time.12  Anta Guissé, 
speaking for the Khieu Samphan Team, endorsed Counsel Chen’s comments regarding this 
submission, although noted there were slight differences regarding the particular parts she 
would request.13  
 
Nuon Chea’s Rule 93 request led to a lengthy and animated debate among Parties.  Nuon 
Chea’s Defense Team requested the underlying documents, surveys and interviews that 
formed the basis of a study conducted by 2-TCE-82, totaling approximately 2,200 new 
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documents.  The OCP objected to this request for three reasons: that it was untimely,14 
unnecessary and impossible.  Deputy Co-Prosecutor William Smith argued that it was “clear 
from five years ago” that the OCP would be requesting the Expert’s report be admitted as 
evidence and that the OCP and LCLCP had requested the appearance of this Expert in 2014, 
giving the Defense ample time to make this request earlier.15  Arguing that the request was also 
“impossible” to grant, Mr. Smith pointed out that for reasons of confidentiality, each of the 2,200 
people whose interviews had been gathered by the Expert would need to be consulted in order 
to confirm they were happy for potentially personal information related to sexual violence to be 
made public, which would be especially difficult considering the original information had been 
collected in 2006.  Further, he pointed out that it was possible some documents would have to 
be heavily redacted for confidentiality reasons, and also translated from the original Khmer, 
which would take significantly more time than the five days requested by the Defense Team.   
 
The Prosecution’s main point was that international jurisprudence does not require all 
underlying sources relied upon by an Expert be made available to Parties prior to questioning.  
He argued that this may be the case for Experts who produce reports on the request of a court, 
but not those who produced reports independently, adding that this “would almost bring the 
proceedings to a halt.”  He said it was up to the Chamber to assess the credibility of an Expert’s 
testimony in the same way as any other testimony or evidence presented in court.  As a 
possible solution, Mr. Smith suggested particular chapters from the Expert’s book, as well as 
the interviews specifically referenced in those chapters, could be admitted rather than the 
thousands proposed by the Defense.  The LCLCP did not make any specific response to 
admitting the documents, although did note that they would be opposed to any delay in 
proceedings.   
 
Counsel Doreen Chen responded to the comments of Mr. Smith by highlighting the need to be 
able to analyze the sources relied upon by the Expert in order to challenge her findings.16  She 
insisted there was international jurisprudence stating Experts must provide information about 
their sources and methodology and stressed that otherwise: “We are essentially relying on the 
account of a person who was not there at the time and who is drawing conclusions from 
accounts we have no access to.”  She admitted there was a question of whether or not the 
request could be granted in practical terms, given the limited time available, however added 
that she believed many documents had already been translated and that a large number of 
them were in fact not interviews, but surveys, which are “easier to digest.”  Counsel also argued 
that her team had respected the 1 September deadline for Rule 93 requests, however the 
Prosecution responded that this deadline was in fact for the admission of new evidence via 
Rule 87(4) requests, not requests for new investigations, however that any such request should 
have been made much earlier.17 
 
B. Issues Related to Charges of Rape Outside Forced Marriage 

 
During the debate on Monday morning over the upcoming appearance of one of the two 
proposed expert witnesses on the regulation of marriage, international Civil Party Lead Co-
Lawyer informed Parties that her team was in the process of formulating an appeal to the 
Supreme Court Chamber (SCC) over the Trial Chamber’s decision18 related to charges of rape 
outside the context of forced marriage.19  Marie Guiraud told the Chamber that the Trial 
Chamber’s decision is: “A decision we do not understand. We are unable to explain it to the 
Civil Parties since we are unable to understand it.”  She argued that the Trial Chamber remains 
seized of charges of rape that allegedly occurred at S-21, the Tram Kak Cooperatives and 
Kraing Ta Chan, and that the Civil Party lawyers will be questioning upcoming witnesses, Civil 
Parties and experts on these topics.  Counsel Guissé responded that all Parties should respect 
the Trial Chamber’s decision until such a time that the SCC issues their final decision on the 
appeal.  She argued that it is her Team’s view that rape outside the context of forced marriage 
is outside the scope of Case 002/02 and that should the SCC rule otherwise, witnesses, Civil 
Parties and experts can be recalled.   
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C. Discussion of Hearing of New Witness on the Role of the Accused 
 
Following Defense responses to key document hearings on Thursday, Parties also discussed a 
number of procedural and scheduling issues.  The OCP has made a request to hear a new Civil 
Party in the segment on the role of the Accused, namely 2-TCCP-1063.  The OCP argues this 
individual has knowledge of the role of Khieu Samphan in particular, and alleges in their 
Supplementary Information Form that they heard a speech delivered by Khieu Samphan in 
which he said anyone who betrayed the Party would be killed.  The Khieu Samphan Defense 
was the only Party to object to calling this Civil Party, on the grounds that it was “extremely 
tardy” and that a sufficient number of speeches made by Khieu Samphan were already in 
evidence.  Senior Assistant Prosecutor Vincent de Wilde d’Estmael explained that the request 
was coming late because the OCP prioritizes analysis of WRIs of witnesses, and only analyzes 
the contents of CPAs after this, as they are aware the Trial Chamber assigns CPAs less 
probative value.  He argued that there was no disadvantage for the Defense in adding a new 
Civil Party to the segment on the role of the accused as the segment is yet to begin and so 
would not inconvenience anyone greatly.  Pich Ang, for the Civil Parties, confirmed that 2-
TCCP-1063 was available to testify should the Trial Chamber so decide. 
 
D. Discussion Around Scheduling 

 
Prior to the lunch break on Thursday morning, Doreen Chen, Counsel for Nuon Chea, raised 
three scheduling issues before the Trial Chamber.  First, she advised the Chamber that, should 
it decide to hear additional witnesses in the segment on security centers and internal purges 
prior to the upcoming break for Pchum Ben,20 as suggested by the LCLCPs, then her Team 
would be prepared for this eventuality.21  Secondly, Ms. Chen requested clarification on whether 
the remaining Civil Parties and witnesses in the segment on the regulation of marriage would all 
be called to testify, in order to avoid wasting time preparing for them and have them withdrawn.  
Finally, she requested clarification over their request to explore alternative modalities to 
facilitate the appearance of 2-TCE-83, a proposed expert witness on the nature of armed 
conflict.  She reminded the Chamber of their oral submissions on this topic and said that should 
the Chamber rule against calling this expert, her team will prepare a motion to call Stephen 
Heder or Stephen Morris, in that order of preference, in his stead.  She also confirmed they 
would be filing a written submission seeking the appearance of Patrick Heuveline as a 
demographics expert.22 
 
The OCP responded that they were prepared to examine the witnesses proposed by Nuon 
Chea prior to Pchum Ben, but would rely on the discretion of the Trial Chamber.  The National 
LCLCP informed the Chamber that two Civil Parties scheduled to appear on the regulation of 
marriage have health issues and family commitments and the Civil Party Lawyers are waiting 
for reports from WESU on their availability to testify.23  He also explained that the LCLCPs have 
requested the Chamber to wait until after Pchum Ben to hold victim impact hearings in the 
regulation of marriage segment due to financial and scheduling issues that have prevented 
them from finalizing the list of Civil Parties to appear.  
 
Finally, the Trial Chamber heard responses to its’ proposal to call a new Civil Party on the 
regulation of marriage: 2-TCCP-1064.  While the OCP and LCLCP agreed that the Civil Party 
should be called to testify, the Khieu Samphan Defense team expressed concerns over the late 
addition of this Civil Party when the original list of witnesses and Civil Parties was submitted in 
May 2014.  Counsel for Nuon Chea said that, should the Chamber call this Civil Party, the 
earliest her team could be prepared to question was on the last day before the Pchum Ben 
break.  
 
IV.  TRIAL MANAGEMENT 

 
This week the Trial Chamber concluded a testimony of one witness in closed session on 
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Monday and held key document presentations on Tuesday and Thursday, taking a day break 
on Wednesday. 
 
A. Attendance  

 
This week Noun Chea continued to waive his right to be present in the courtroom and observed 
proceedings via video link from the holding cell due to his poor health, while Khieu Samphan 
was present in the courtroom throughout the week.  
 
Judge Attendance: President Nil Nonn continued to be absent all week for health reasons. 
National Judge Ya Sokhan was appointed to act as President, and national reserve Judge Thou 
Mony replaced Judge Ya Sokhan.  All other Judges were present as normal. 
 
Parties: Pich Ang, national Lead Co-Lawyer for Civil Parties was absent on Monday and his 
international colleague Marie Guiruad was absent on Thursday, due to personal reasons.  
Doreen Chen, international Counsel for Nuon Chea, was absent on Tuesday due to health 
reasons.  At all times their national or international counterparts were present in the courtroom.  
Mr. Kevin Saunders, international Standby Counsel for Khieu Samphan, was late to the 
courtroom on Monday due to traffic.   
 
Attendance by the public: 
 

DATE MORNING AFTERNOON 

Monday 
05/09/2016 

§ 300 villagers from Memot District, 
Tboung Khmoum Province  

§ 12 foreign observers 
§ Eight Civil Parties 

Closed proceedings 

Tuesday 
06/09/2016 

§ 178 villagers from Bakan District, 
Pusat Province and Morng 
Reussei District, Battambang 
Province 

§ One foreign observer 
§ Nine Civil Parties 

§ No public attendance 
§ Nine Civil Parties 

Thursday 
08/09/2016 

§ 260 villagers from Kravanh 
District, Pursat Province 

§ 2 Cambodian observers 
§ 1 foreign observer 
§ 9 Civil Parties 

No proceedings 

 
B. Time Management 

 
Over the course of three days this week, the Trial Chamber effectively concluded the closed 
session testimony of one witness, 2-TCW-1002, as well as holding key document presentations 
and discussions on a number of legal and scheduling issues.  On Wednesday, the Trial 
Chamber took a one-day break in order to provide time to the Defense Teams to prepare for 
their responses to the OCP and LCLCP presentation.  The Trial Chamber also took one session 
on both Monday and Thursday to discuss a number of legal issues requested by the Parties in 
relation to admissibility of documents, summonsing of witnesses and scheduling ahead the 
upcoming Pchum Ben break.  
 
C. Courtroom Etiquette 
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There were no significant breached of courtroom etiquette this week. 
 
D. Translation and Technical Issues 

 
Although Parties sometimes had to be reminded to slow down in their speech in order to allow 
for accurate translation, overall both interpretation and technical operations ran smoothly with 
no substantial interruptions this week. 
 
E. Time Table 

 

DATE START MORNING 
BREAK LUNCH AFTERNOON 

BREAK RECESS TOTAL 
HOURS 

Monday 
05/09/2016 9:00 

*Closed  
session  
at 9:51* 

Closed  
session 

Closed  
session 

Closed 
session  51 minutes 

Tuesday 
06/09/2016 8:58 10:10-10:28 11:32-13:28 14:33-14:52 16:01  4 hours 

30 minutes 

Thursday 
08/09/2016 9:01 10:11-10:29 - - 11:36 2 hours 

17 minutes 

Average number of hours in session    2 hours and 32 minutes 
Total number of hours this week     7 hours and 38 minutes  
Total number of hours, day, weeks at trial    853 hours and 8 minutes 

226 TRIAL DAYS OVER 65 WEEKS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*This report was authored by Melanie Hyde, Daniel Mattes, Caitlin McCaffrie, Vuthy Nin, Louise Rettweiler, Lina Tay 
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  Key Document Hearings are usually held at the end of each trial segment.  The key document hearings allow 
parties to present each other with the key documents that are relevant to each segment, see Trial Chamber, 
“Information on (1) Key Document Presentation Hearings in Case 002/02 and (2) Hearings on Harm Suffered by the 
Civil Parties in Case 002/02” (17 December 2014) E315/1. For a summary of the first set of key document hearings 
in Case 002/02, on the Tram Kak District cooperatives and Kraing Ta Chan Security Center, see CASE 002/02 KRT 
TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 17, Hearings on Evidence Week 14 (27-30 April 2015).  The next key document hearings were 
held at the end of the segment on three DK-era worksites; see CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 28, Hearings 
on Evidence Week 25 (24-27 August 2015), and CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 29, Hearings on Evidence 
Week 26 (1-3 September 2015). The third covered the treatment of targeted groups, see: CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL 
MONITOR, Issue 44, Hearings on Evidence Week 41 (23-26 February 2016) pp. 1-4 and the fourth and most recent on 
security centers and internal purges was covered in CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 62, Hearings on 
Evidence Week 59 (11-12 August 2016) pp. 5-7 and CASE 002/02 KRT TRIAL MONITOR, Issue 63, Hearings on 
Evidence Week 60 (15-18 August 2016) p. 4. 
2  2-TCW-1002 was originally scheduled to testify last week however was not well enough to attend proceedings.  
Last week the Trial Chamber heard responses to their proposal to hear 2-TCW-1002 in closed session, as the 
Witness had been classified as “Category C” by the International Co-Investigating Judge.  No Party expressed any 
objection to the proposal, although the Defense Team for Khieu Samphan repeated their belief that hearings should 
be “as transparent as possible.”  
3  This is the same practice that took place at the most recent key document hearings on security centers and 
internal purges in July 2016.  Prior to that, in February 2016 the Khieu Samphan Defense Team both presented and 
responded to documents, however the Nuon Chea Team has not participated in the key document hearings since 
they boycotted the second hearings.  Although they declined to participate actively in proceedings, Counsel Liv 
Sovanna was present to represent his client in the courtroom.  
4  The OCP provided quotations from Elizabeth Becker’s book When The War Was Over. 
5  Khieu Samphan published his book Recent History of Cambodia and My Successive Positions in Khmer in 2004 
and Philip Short wrote Pol Pot: The History of a Nightmare (New York: Henry Holt, 2006). 

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 Eav alias “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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6  In particular Counsel Guissé read from the statement of Ieng Sary at the 32nd Session of the UN General 
Assembly during 28th Plenary Session on 19 October 1977; the note from the DK Ministry of Foreign Affairs to the 
UN Secretary General from April 1978 and the audio of a speech made by Pol Pot that appears in Red Wedding by 
Thida Chan, all three of which were used as key documents by the OCP on Tuesday 
7  Expert Witnesses are sought to provide insight and clarification on specific issues of a technical nature deemed 
necessary to the proceedings. (see Internal Rule 31(1)). An expert is appointed through a judicial order specifying 
their exact assignment (see Internal Rule 31(3)) The Chamber has decided that the role of Expert Witnesses is to 
enlighten the Chamber on specific issues of a technical nature, requiring special knowledge in a specific field. 
Experts are entitled to provide their opinions and may give speculative answers insofar as they are informed by the 
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