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1 because Angkar did not refer to any individual person in 

2 particular. 

3 Q. Thank you. Based on your person experience, were you 

4 frequently referred to as Angkar? 

5 A. It was kind of a closer reference. When a person was close to 

6 me, yes. I would be referred to as Angkar. 

7 Q. Was there any particular feature that the people or your 

8 subordinates referred to you as Angkar? Did you possess certain 

9 qualification in order for you to be referred to as Angkar? 

10 A. <WellOf course, I felt, Lif I let qo this practice, it would 

11 not be good.±4.=- One should not address7--> -,?QuId not be actually 

12 appropriate for the people to refer to an individual as Angkar. I 

13 <thought to myself and I immediately educated and advised them 

14 not to>Hould educate them not to refer to any particular 

15 individual as Angil:ar. 

16 [15.32.32J 

17 Q. In reference to your testimony this morning, around 09.39, you 

18 responded to some questions put to you by the Prosecutor 

19 concerning the Krang Ta Chang office. You stated that you knew it 

20 in 1974. That is, you knew about the existence of Krang Ta Chang. 

21 My question to you is: Is your response correct? 

22 MR. PRESIDENT: 

23 Witness, please wait. The Prosecution, you may proceed. 

24 MR. RAYNOR: 

25 Sorry, Mr. President. I made reference to the statement in which 
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