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Mr. IENG Sary, through his Co-Lawyers ("the Defence"), hereby responds to the Co

Prosecutors' Request to Include Additional Crime Sites within the Scope of Trial in Case 

002/01 ("OCP Request,,).1 The OCP Request is yet another attempt by the OCP to request 

the Trial Chamber to reconsider its Severance Order? It should be summarily dismissed. The 

Defence, unless specifically directed by the Trial Chamber, does not intend to respond 

substantively to the Request. This pattern of wholly unfounded submissions abuses the 

process of the ECCC, and burdens the scant resources and time of the Chamber as well as 

the parties. While the Rules do not envisage punitive sanctions for this abuse of process, in 

light of the OCP's practice of continually filing requests for reconsideration (albeit under 

different titles), the Trial Chamber should exercise its discretion to consider stimulative 

measures that may be appropriate in order to ensure that the OCP ceases and desists from this 

practice. 

WHEREFORE, for all the reasons stated herein, the Defence respectfully requests the Trial 

Chamber to: 

a. DISMISS the OCP Request; 

b. CONSIDER such stimulative measures as may be appropriate to ensure that the OCP 

refrains from any repeated attempts to request reconsideration of the Severance Order; 

and 

c. DIRECT that no replies be filed by the OCP in this instance. 

Respectfully submitted, ~ 

ANGUdom 

Co-Lawyers for Mr. IENG Sary 

Signed in Phnom Penh, Kingdom of Cambodia on this 3rd day of February, 2012 

I Co-Prosecutors' Request to Include Additional Crime Sites within the Scope of Trial in Case 002/01 , 27 
January 2012, El63. 
2 See Co-Prosecutors' Notice of Request for Reconsideration of the Terms of "Severance Order Pursuant to 
Internal Rule 89ter" , 23 September 2011, El24/1; Co-Prosecutors' Request for Reconsideration of "Severance 
Order Pursuant to Internal Rule 89ter" , 3 October 2011 , E124/2; Co-Prosecutors' Request for Clarification of 
the Scope of the First Trial, 4 November 2011, E124/9. 
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