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ECCC Practice Directions — ECCC Legal Compendium

1.

Practice Direction on Filing of Documents Before the ECCC, Practice Direction 8.4.

ECCC Filings and Jurisprudence — Already Disclosed on the Case File

2.

Co-Prosecutors’ Response to IENG Sary’s Appeal Against the Trial Chamber’s Oral
Decision Concerning Mode of Participation and Video-Recording of the Holding
Cell, 3 January 2013, E238/9/1/2.

IENG Sary’s Request for Reconsideration of the Trial Chamber’s Decision Finding
Him Fit to Stand Trial and Rejecting His Request for the Appointment of an
Additional Expert to Assist in Determining Fitness, 7 December 2012, E238/11,
paras. 22-28.

IENG Sary’s Appeal against the Trial Chamber’s Oral Decision to Deny his Right to
be Present in the Courtroom and to Prohibit him from being Video Recorded in the
Holding Cell, 18 December 2012, E238/9/1, para. 25.

Case 002/14-12-2009-ECCC/PTC (08), document number 3.

Decision on IENG Sary’s Appeal Against Trial Chamber’s Order Requiring his
Presence in Court, 13 January 2012, E130/4/3, p. 1.

IENG Sary’s Appeal against the Trial Chamber’s Oral Decision to Deny his Right to
be Present in the Courtroom and to Prohibit him from being Video Recorded in the
Holding Cell, 18 December 2012, E238/9/1, para. 25.

Order for Submissions, 12 December 2012, E254.,

ECCC Transcripts — Already Disclosed on the Case File

9.

Transcript, 23 May 2012, E1/75.1, p. 8.

10. Transcript, 21 September 2012, E1/125.1.

International Jurisprudence — Available on ICTY Website

11. Prosecutor v. Strugar, IT-01-42-A, Appeal Judgement, 17 July 2008, para. 21.
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Ethics Rules

12.2012-2013 Alaska Rules of Professional Conduct, Rule 3.3 — available at
http://courts.alaska.gov/prof.htm.

13. American Bar Association Model Rules of Professional Conduct, Rule 3.3 — available
at
http://www.americanbar.org/groups/professional responsibility/publications/model r

ules_of professional conduct/rule 3 3 candor toward the tribunal.html.

14. Code of Ethics for Lawyers Licensed with the Bar Association of the Kingdom of
Cambodia, Art. 24 — ECCC Legal Compendium
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