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002/19-09-2007-ECCC/SC

Cambodian and ECCC Law — ECCC Legal Compendium

L.

2.

1993 Cambodian Constitution, as amended in 1999, Art. 31.

Internal Rules, Rules 21, 104.

ECCC Filings and Jurisprudence — Already Disclosed on the Case File

3.

Co-Prosecutors’ Response to IENG Sary’s Appeal against the Trial Chamber’s
Decision Refusing his Request for the Trial Chamber Senior Legal Officer to
Maintain Open and Transparent Communication with all the Parties, 1 February 2012,
E154/1/172.

IENG Sary’s Appeal against the Trial Chamber’s Decision Refusing his Request for
the Trial Chamber Senior Legal Officer to Maintain Open and Transparent
Communication with all the Parties, 12 January 2012, E154/1/1/1.

Trial Chamber Memorandum entitled “IENG Sary Request that the Trial Chamber
direct the Senior Legal Officer to maintain open and transparent communication with

all parties concerning trial management issues (E154),” 20 December 2011, E154/1.

Decision on IENG Sary’s Appeal against the Co-Investigating Judges’ Order Denying
Request to Allow Audio/Video Recording of Meetings with IENG Sary at the
Detention Facility, 11 June 2010, A371/2/12, para. 18.

Decision on IENG Sary’s Appeal against the Co-Investigating Judges’ Decision
Refusing to Accept the Filing of IENG Sary’s Response to the Co-Prosecutors’ Rule
66 Final Submission and Additional Observations, and Request for Stay of the
Proceedings, 20 September 2010, D390/1/2/4, para. 13.
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